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One of the most useful of organized bodies is an 
aleri, intelligent, unselfish and courageous bar associa- 
tion. 





Judges should never color their charges to juries 
with their own estimate of the testimony. Such conduct 
induces and encourages in the public mind a waning 
faith in the even impartiality of the bench. 





The State gives the lawyer many privileges, and the 
custom of the times many more, while the favors of the 
courts are always liberally showered upon the members 
of the bar. With these benefits come responsibilities of 
the gravest character, and when a member of the profes- 
sion refuses to recognize the responsibilities and takes 
full advantages of all the privileges, he becomes a men- 
ace to the public and a discredit to his profession. 





Lawyers who are airaid of the competition of women 
practitioners should have their licenses revoked at once, 
and lawyers who, in this age, have such notions of the 
“true sphere of woman” that, purely on the ground of 
sex, they oppose the admission of women to the bar, are 
too fossilized to be seriously considered. And yet a 
group of Pittsburg attorneys, the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Admissions of the Allegheny County Bar As- 
sociation, recently seriously expressed a very decided 
opinion adverse to the propriety of the admission of 
women, and recommended such restrictions as would 
tule them out as inadmissible, because “the very nature 
of the practice of law is such as to render it particularly 
undesirable that women should be admitted, and their 
admission would be injurious to the profession.” 

The bar of Pittsburg, as a whole, to its credit be it 
said,-did not share the alarm of the committee as to the 
liability of womanhood to drag the profession down, 
rather than to aid in its elevation, and promptly defeated 
the resolution by a vote of more than 10 to 1. The as- 
sociation acted with the best judgment of the age and is 
to be cordially commended for its sensible conclusion. 
The propriety of woman’s participation in legal practice 
her intellectual fitness for its labors, and the wisdom of 
the policy of allowing her equal freedom and advantages 
with men in seeking membership to the profession are 
questions no longer deserving of serious debate. The 
sentiment of strong lawyers is more than I0 to I against 
any medievalistic notions concerning the admission of 
women to the bar. 





AN EVIL AND ITS REMEDY. 


Multitudes of cases go through the highest courts 
of our States and of the United States each year which 
settle no principle. This is a bad feature of our juris- 
prudence. Causes clearly within .established and just 
legal principle should be controlled by some method of 
procedure which will sharply limit their course in the 
courts. More than half the litigation that has clogged 
the tribunals of ultimate resort in this country for the 
last ten years never should have reached those courts 
at all. The right of appeal should be limited, and the 
true line determining the limits should be the character 
of the legal question involved as regards its previous 
adjudication by the Supreme Court of the State in whose 
tribunals the question is raised. 

The limiting of appeals by the amount in contro- 
versy is repugnant in principle, although, perhaps, justi- 
fiable upon purely commercial matters involving small 
sums, and is conducive to dissatisfaction in the public 
mind. But it is consonant with justice and can affront 
the sense of no litigant who seeks the courts, as all 
litigants are presumed to do, merely to secure a judicial 
determination of honest differences according to estab- 
lished legal rules, if their causes, when judicially found 
to come within unquestioned and impregnable prece- 
dents, are forbidden an appeal to the very courts under 
whose unchangeable decisions there can be no new judg- 
ment. Why is it not possible and proper, in such cases, 
to forbid the continuance of a litigation of whose ulti- 
mate result upon the merits there can be no question? 
If courts are established to settle the contentions of 
parties, and if these contentions are determined accord- 
ing to decided cases, where the question involved is one 
which has already been judicially decided, and if the in- 
ferior courts wherein litigation mainly originates are 
bound by such decrees, why is it permissible for parties 
who have once come under the jurisdiction of the legal 
principles governing their rights, and have had these 
principles applied and their rights adjudged in strict ac- 
cordance with precedent, by a competent court, to con- 
tinue a quarrel in the very tribunals which cannot change 
such adjudication without overturning their established 
doctrines, and which course it is certain, or can be made 
certain, they will not take? 

But, it is argued, courts of inferior jurisdiction make 
mistakes in applying the law, and, unless there is an ap- 
peal* pon disputed questions as to such mistakes, it 
cannot be certain that the established legal principles 
have been rightly applied to the rights of parties. This 
argument is more forceful in appearance than in fact, for 
in the vast majority of cases the questions of legal pro- 
cedure are covered by precedent as completely as are the 
majority of the questions of substantive law. And we 
insist anew that where the questions of a litigated cause, 
whether they be of procedure or to the merits, have been 
so uniformly adjudged by the court whose decisions 
make the law of the State, that no change in the legal 
policy they establish is legally possible except by an over- 
turning of fixed precedent, the determination of a court 
of record in such cause, provided that it be a civil action 
and does not involve title to real estate, should not be 
subject to appeal unless upon proper certificate of a 
proper magistrate as to an uncertainty of the accuracy 
of the decision, on the merits of the controversy. 

This method refuses appeals upon questions of pure 
procedure, and while we revere the doctrine that that 
which is not done according to the established rules of 
law is done illegally, and is therefore not itself legal, we 
are ready to accept and to advocate legislative measures 
which will validate errors on questions of pure practice 
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and procedure, where a proper tribunal is given jur‘s:ic- 
tion to determine that the only errors in a case before it 
are errors not affecting the mghts of parties as adjudi- 
cated. How this tribunal is to be associated with the 
actual trial court, and is to exercise its functions, are mat- 
ters of mere detail, the discussion of which we shall un- 
dertake at another time. 

This much is now certain: Effective, yes, even rad- 
ical, measures must speedily be taken to relieve our hizher 
courts of the tremendous pressure of litigation which to- 
day all but overwhelms them, and this must be done with- 


out the denial to any man of the right to have his case’ 


decided on its merits by a proper court according to the 
established legal principles of the jurisdiction to which 
he appeals. But this does not mean that every man 
should have the right to take every case or any case to 
the highest possible court. What we now urge is that 
jurisprudence, which depends for its development upon 
the discussion and the decision by the courts of last re- 
sort, of questions, not of procedure, but of substantive 
right, shall not be impeded in its progress by the clogging 
of those courts by a mass of cases, the decisions in which, 
by such courts, will add nothing to the law. 








THE IDEAL METHOD FOR CODE REVISION IN 
NEW YORK. 


duced in the Assembly of the New York Legislature 
providing for the appointment of three members of the 
bar to revise the rules of the courts and suggest such re- 
vision of the statutes as may be necessary by reason of 
incorporating statutory provisions in the rules. In other 
words, the bill providing for the appointment of a commis- 
sion to revise the Code of Civil Procedure. This ap- 


pointment is to be made, under the bill, by the Chief 
Judge of the Court of Appeals and the four Presiding | 


Justices of the Appellate Division of the Supreme Court, 


and the work, when completed by the commission, is to | 


be approved by this appointing body before being sub- 
mitted to the convention of Judges and Judges of the 


This seems the ideal method for revision of procedure 
in this State. , 

We have heretofore commented somewhat vigorously 
upon what we regard as a mistaken view of the situa- 
tion which prompted Governor Morton to appoint, under 
Chapter 1036 of the Laws of 1895, the three Commis- 
sioners of Statutory Revision as counsel to report as to 
the advisability of revising the Code. We placed our 
suggestions with regard to this matter upon two grounds; 
first, the well-known necessity for an immediate comple- 
tion of the work of revision of the general laws, which 
work is committed to the Commissioners of Statutory 
Revision; and, second, that they have imposed upon 
them the duty of drafting and revising proposed acts of 
the Legislature, a work which necessarily occupies a very 
large portion of their time while the Legislature is in 
session. It is agreed on all hands that our statutes are 
in a condition which is a disgrace to the people of the 
State, hence anything which delays the work of revision 
of the general statutes is to be deprecated. That the re- 
vision of the Code is a work of time, perseverance and 
labor goes without saying, since any revision which may 
be made should be carried on with the utmost care. 

Still another difficulty lies in the fact, which cannot 
be too’ strongly emphasized, that the three Commission- 
ers of Statutory Revision were not selected for the work 
of revision of procedure, which in and of itself is of an 
entirely different character from that relating to a gen- 











—. 


eral revision of the statutes such as they w¢re sv'e-ted 
to perform. We by no means criticise their capacity or 
ability. That question is not in issue. They are men 
of standing in the profession, and we are not disposed in 
any way to criticise their action; nor do we take the 
ground suggested in some quarters, that political influ- 
ences controlled their appointment. We deem such a 
suggestion most unfortunate, and one likely to cause 
loss of confidence in their proper work as revisers of the 
general laws. We very much prefer to believe that Goy- 
ernor Morton acted wisely and well in making his selec- 
tions for the work of general revision, and that he was 
not governed therein by local or political influences, but 
by a disposition to secure the best available talent for that 
grave work. But the revision of the Code of Civil Proce. 
dure is a new and distinct work, and it must be conceded 
that the three Commissioxe:s of Stitu ory Rev'sion a-e no. 
specialists in those lines which would qualiiy them ab ve 
and beyond any other of the lawyers of the State for the 
work now in hand, of revising and condensing the pro- 
cedure of the State. 


We are unhesitatingly of the opinion that this work 


| of Code revision calls for the best efforts of three of the 


ables and best informed lawyers in the State; who have 
already devoted time, attention, labor and stiidy to the 


| question of civil procedure, to that extent that they have 
We publish in another column the bill just intro- | 


become eminent specialists therein. Such men are avail- 
able and they should be retained to do the work. The 
employment of men of lesser present fitness in this par- 
ticular realm of legal science, however well equipped the; 
may be as general practitiqners or as specialists in other 
lines, will inevitably result in work which will be exper- 
mental, inadequate and unsatisfactory to the profession, 
and which will delay the final and essential revision 0! 


| the procedure of the State for an indefinite period. This 


would be a decided misfortune, and one not to be pas 


| sively endured. 


We, therefore, heartily commend the bill now pend. 


| ing, for we are confident that it would result in securing 
| the appointment of lawyers eminently fitted for the task 
Court of Appeals, or to the Legislature, for final action. | 


assigned them. No man, and no set of men, are better 
able to judge concerning the proper qualifications of the 
persons to do this work than the Chief Judge of the 
Court of Appeals, aided, as he will be, by the judgment 
of the other members of the court, and the four Presiding 
Justices of the Appellate Division, each of whom will be 
assisted in arriving at his determination by the views 0! 
his associates on the bench. So that we should have 
practically in this body the united judgment of the 
twenty-nine judges constituting the highest appellate tn- 
bunals of the State. Not only is this so with reference 
to the choice of the men to do the actual labor of revi:ion. 
but also as to the approval of the work when completed. 
bringing therefore to this great service not only the views 
of the persons selected as draftsmen, because of their es- 
pecial knowledge of technical legal practice, but, before 
any legislative action is taken with regard to their rec- 
ommendations, the ripe wisdom of all the judges of out 
highest tribunals. Certainly there is no other body of 
men to whom this work could so wisely or so satisfac- 
torily be intrusted. This is an eminently conservative 
plan, and decidedly preferable to any other which has 
been suggested for this work. Nor do we believe that it 
can be materially improved upon. There should be n0 
delay in the passage of the bill, more particularly as 
does not provide, as introduced, for any compensation to 
the persons to be appointed for the work. This detail 
by the way, is not in accordance with the views of the 
State Bar Association, the members of which, at its recent 
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annual meeting, were of the opinion that liberal compen- 
sation should be provided. However, deference to the 
views of the friends of the measure in the Legislature has 
brought about a modification of the original purpose to 
such an extent as that no provision for compensation is 
made in the bill. We are unable to perceive any valid 
objection which can or will be urged against th’s measure. 

No stronger indorsement of the views herein ex- 
pressed could possibly be secured or asked, than the 
following extract from “The Harvard Law Review.” 
Coming, as it does, from a disinterested observer, fully 
competent to rightly es:imate the vexing condi.ions which 
now environ us, the opinions given are certainly entitled 
to have great weight. We quote from the article: “The 
troublesome experience of New York with the existing 
Code of Civil Procedure should have been sufficient 
warning against ill-considered methods of change; but 
the present course of revision in that State is more likely, 
one would think, to lead to further confusion, than to any 
reform of the inconsistencies and ambiguities that now 
characterize the Code. After long agitation the State 
Bar Association secured the passage of an act which em- 
powered the Governor to appoint a commission of three 
to examine Codes of Procedure and Practice Acts of 
other States and countries, and prepare a Revised New 
York Code. So far, all well and good. The Governor 
at this stage appointed the three Commissioners of Statu- 
tory Revision to constitute the commission for revising 
the Code. These commissioners—compet:nt men in their 
department—are not shown to have any peculiar fitness 
for this additional task. The advantages of codification 
are debatable; but once the policy is adopted, no one can 
question that the preparation of a Code should be iutrust- 
ed, as a prerequisite for its satisfactory accomplishment, 
to those who have a thorough familiarity with the prin- 
ciples and theory of tke particular branch of the common 
law to be codified, and a specialist’s knowledge of its 
details. Incidentally, but not so imperatively, an ac- 
quaintance with the defects and merits of existing Codes 
is desirable. In the present case, to throw the burden of 
drafting a Revised Code of Procedure on the shoulders 
of the commissioners—confessedly not specialists in the 
Law of Civil Procedure, and already behindhand in their 
work of revising the statutes—is probably to repeat the 
history of 1877, when a similar commission of statutory 
revision was required to revise the Procedure Code. The 


_tesult.was that the revision of the statutes was never com- 


pleted; while the Procedure Code is so defective and ill 
drawn that, rather than practice longer under it, the bar 
of the State now welcome the uncertainties of a new re- 
vision.” * 








SOME OLD QUESTIONS, AND A NEW ONE, 
IN COMMERCIAL PAPER. 


-Promissory notes were not originally recognized as 
mercantile instruments, but were treated as common 
choses in action; and were, therefore, not trans‘erable. 
The statute of three and four Anne placed them on equal- 
ity with bills of exchange, provided for their transfer by 
indorsement, giving to such transfer the effect accorded 
to indorsements of bills of exchange, thus making them 
mercantile instruments. 

Soon after the passage of the statute mentioned, the 
question arose: Is a promissory note from which the 
term “order” or “bearer” has been omitted embraced 
by it, and therefore transferable by indorsement, with 

€ consequences, as respects the indorser and indorsee, 
therein provided for? By the omission the maker re- 
served to himself the right to defend against payment 





after transfer; and it was therefore urged that the instru- 
ment is not covered by the statute, and consequently that 
the indorsement creates no obligation. The English 
courts, however, decided otherwise, holding that the in- 
strumient is within the spirit of the statute; that it is, con- 
sequently, transferable by indorsement, and that such 
transfer has the same consequences between the indorser 
and indorsee as it would have if the term had not been 
onutted; thus holding the paper to be a mercantile in- 
strument, the indorsement of which creates a contract to 
pay, according to its face, if the maker fails to do so. 
The courts said that the indorsement is substantially the 
drawing of a new note in the terms of the old; or of an 
inland bill of exchange whereby the indorser orders the 
maker to pay the money due him to the indorsee. .From 
the earliest decision of the question (Hill v. Lewis,- Salk. 
132) to the present time there has been no variation in 
this respect by the English courts, although the point 
has been repeatedly raised, and the decision has been uni- 
formly followed in this country. 

Later the question arose: Is the indorsee of an over- 
due promissory note (even when drawn to order or 
bearer) within the statute and responsible accordingly? 
It was urged that he is not, because by the delay the 
maker is let in to defend as if the terms “to order” or 
“bearer” had been omitted. The courts of England, how- 
ever, as well as of this country, following the reasoning 
in the former class of cases, held otherwise. 

About this time a third question arose: Is the in- 
dorsement of non-mercantile paper, such as a written 
promise to pay money conditionally, or to pay in some- 
thing else than money, and like provisions, within the 
statute, and the indorser liable as such? To this ques- 
tion the courts of both England and this country returned 
a negative answer, holding that such paper stands as it 
did at common law, constituting a mere chose in action, 
and is not, therefore, transferable in the sense of the law 
merchant. 

This resume of the legal history of promissory notes 
and of the liability of indorsers thereon is interestingly 
presented in the epinion of the Circuit Court of Appeals 
of the United States in the case of De Hass v. Dibett (70 
Fed. Rep. 227), where the authorities sustaining each 
proposition are also gathered. This historical review was 
made desirable, if not, perhaps, necessary, in the de- 
termination of a question not covered by the terms of the 
statute, and the facts in which were not embraced in 
either of the three classes of cases cited. The question 
is sufficiently presented in the holding of the cou:t there- 
on, which was this: When a negotiable note is assigned 
by the payee, without indorsement, and is afterward in- 
dorsed by the assignee to a third party, such indorser is 
liable upon his indorsement to his indorsee, though the 
original assignment has relieved the maker from his 
promise to pay “to order” and subjected the paper to de- 
fenses by him in the hands of subsequent indorsees. 








LIABILITY OF PRINCIPAL FOR ACTS OF AGENT 
BEYOND SCOPE OF AUTHORITY. 


The rule whereby a principal is bound by the acts of 
his agent beyond his actual authority, but within its ap- 
parent scope, is founded, in the first place, on that maxim 
that where one of two innocent persons must suffer it 
should be that one who misled the other into the contract, 
and this doctrine is founded on a broad principle of 
equitable estoppel or estoppel in paix. 

Where, there’ore, a prin ipal hes, by his vc lunt:ry act, 
placed an agent in such a situation that a person of or- 
dinary prudence, conversant with business usages and 
the nature of the particular business, is justified in pre- 
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suming that such agent has authority to perform on be- 
half of his principal a particular act, such particular act 
having been performed, the principal is estopped, as 
agzinst such innocent third person from denying the 
agent’s authority to perform it. It is not necessary in 
all cases to show that the same agent had previously per- 
formed similar acts; that such acts were known to the 
principal; that the third person also knew of them, and 
relied on them in the transaction; or even that similar 
agents had in the past performed such acts. A number 
of elements may influence the solution of the question. 


Thus the Supreme Court of Nebraska, in Johnson et 
al. v. Milwaukee and Wyoming Investment Company 
(64 N. W. Rep. 1100) satisfactorily defines the authority 
of an agent to bind his principal, and applying the doc- 
trine to the case at bar, holds that one dealing with the 
agent of a business corporation in a matter relating to its 
business operations, and not involving its corporate frnc- 
tions, is not charged with notice of its by-laws, and that 
the apparent authority of such agent cannot be extended 
or restricted by such by-laws in the absence of actual 
notice thereof. 








CONTEMP?7 OF COURT AND ITS PUNISHMENT. 


The power of courts to punish for contempt is in- 
herent in every judicial tribunal of record, and is as old 
as the common law. It was confirmed by Magna Char- 
ta, and has been uninterruptedly exercised in England 
and in this country to the present day. It is a power in- 
dispensably necessary to the very existence of courts, and 
without which they would be powerless to enforce their 
orders, mandates, and decrees, or to protect from indig- 
nity and wanton insult the sovereignty which they repre- 
sent. If they have not this power, then they are, in their 
impotency, of all conceivable governmental instrumentali- 
ties the most contemptible. Nor is this power to punish 
for contempt in any manner affected by the fact that the 
act which constitutes the contempt may also be a sub- 
stantive crime. Punishment by the court of the contempt 
does not preclude the state, in aproper action, from pun- 
ishing the crime. In law the two things are entirely d's- 

. tinct, although one act embodies both. 

In this country, under perhaps the universal consti- 
tutional guaranty that the nght of trial by jury shall re- 
main inviolate, 1t has often been urged that punishment 
for contempt of court could not be inflicted without the 
intervention of a fury. But the claim has never been ad- 
mitted by the courts, on the ground that no such proceed- 
ing was known to the common law; that under that law 
punishment was always inflicted by the court in its dis- 
cretion, and that the trial by jury for contempt was un- 
known, except in the cases of indictment; and that the trial 
by jury which the citizen might demand as acons i ut onal 
right was the jury trial as it existed at common law at 
the time of the adoption of the constitution. 

The essential cnd wholesome power of cour's to pre- 
serve respect for their proceedings and judgments, and 
the legal rights of a party in contempt were recently ex- 
amined, and succinctly stated as above, by the Supreme 
Court of North Dakota, in State v. Markuson (64 N. W., 
Rep. 934), in an opinion of vigor as well as of learning. 








RIGHT OF PROPERTY IN THE DEAD. 


A dead body is not the subject of property right, and 
becomes, after burial, a part of the ground to which it has 
been committed. And an action quare slausum fregit 
‘ may be maintained by any person who has the fee to the 
soil, if entitled also to the possession, against one who 
digs and disturbs a grave. But to entitle one to this ac- 
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tion he must have the actual or constructive possessiop 
of the soil. Where one buries his dead, therefore, in so} 
to which he has the freehold right, or to the possession of 
which he is entitled, it would seem there is no difficulty 
in his protecting their graves from insult and injury, by 
an action of trespass against a wrongdoer. 

Bodies, however, are most commonly interied in pub. 
lic cemeteries, where the parties whose duty it is to give 
them burial are not the owners of the soil by deed prop. 
erly executed, and have no higher right than a mere eage. 
ment or license. Of such it is held that they do so unde 
a mere license, and their exclusive right to make such 
interments in a particular lot would be limited to the time 
during which the ground continued to be used for burial 
purposes; and upon its ceasing to be so used, all they 
could claim would be that they should have due notice 
and an opportunity to remove the bodies to some other 
place of their own selection, if they so desire, or on fail. 
ure to do so, that the remains should be decently removed 
by others. ‘ 

The Supreme Court of Alabama, in Bessemer Land 
and Improvement Co. v. Jenkins (18 So. Rep. 565), quite 
thoroughly discusses the rights of the living for a tres. 
pass to their dead, and gathers an exhaustive line of au. 
thorities bearing thereon. Sustaining, upon the reason- 
ing above presented, the right of action for damages for 
the unauthorized removal of a body, it properly holds 
that a verdict of $1,700 for removing the body of a ch'ld 
from a discontinued cemetery to one provided in liew 


thereof, without notice to the parent to remove it, is ex- 
cessive. 








A license creates no estate in lands. It is a bare au. 
thority to do a certain act or series of acts upon the land 


of another. It is a personal right, and is not assignable 
It is gone if the owner of the land who gives the license 
transfers his title to another, or if-either party die. So 
long as a parol license remains executory it may be re 
voked at pleasure. So an executed parol license, under 
which some estate or interest in the land would pass, is 
revocable. Otherwise, title would pass without a written 
conveyance “in the teeth of the statute of frauds.” Nor is 
such a license made irrevocable by the fact that a valuable 
consideration is paid for it or because expenditures have 
been made on the faith of it. \ 

None of thcse prepositions are douttful upon the au. 
thorities, as the Supreme Court of Wisconsin well ob 
serves in Thoemke vs. Fiedler (64 N. W. Rep. 1030), and 
in support of the foregoing statement of which it cites 
an extended but carefully chosen list of cases. 





When recreant members of the bar are arrcigned in 
court for crime, and are immediately thereafter found 
practicing their profesion upon the same fcoting 2s other 
lawyers; when dead-beat atiorneys seem to escape the fat: 
of other men who give bogus checks or do not pay loans 
and when the lawyers of shyster instincts and quality 
assail private reputations in court without the penalty 
which attaches to similar assaults by other persons, the 
average layman, failing to discriminate between individ 
uals, begins to regard the entire profession with sus 
picion. Lawyers of character owe it to themselves, to 
our splendid profession and to the cause of justice, t0 
take courageous and drastic measures to remove this 
reproachful cause of complaint. Winnow the bar! 





The methods of judicial procedure in vogue in thi 
country to-day are against, rather than in aid of, the 
efficiency of the judiciary. Revision, reconstruc’i-n ané 
simplification of these methods are absolutely essential. 
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CIVIL PROCEDURE /4N ENGLAND. 


Paper read by Elbridge L. Adams of Rochester, N. Y., at the 
annual meeting of New York State Bar Association. 


At the last annual meeting of this association there was 
adopted a resolution calling upon ‘the Legislature to make 
provision for a careful and thorough examination of the codes 
of procedure in this and other States, including the so-called 
practice acts in force in this country and abroad, and the rules of 
court adopted in connection therewith, and to report in what 
respects the civil procedure in the courts of this State can be 
revised, condensed and simplified. 

In accordance with this resolution, the Legislature directed 
the Governor to appoint three members of the bar of this State 
to make such examination, and the Governor, in obedience to 
such direction, appointed the three Commissioners of Statutory 
Revision as Commissioners of Code Revision. 

Learning from this commission that fit would be unable, 
for lack of time, to make, save in the most casual way, the ex- 
amination of the codes and practice acts and rules of court af- 
fecting procedure in other States and countries, as contemplated 
by the Legislature, and believing it to be quite important that at 
jeast the practice act of the countrv from which we have de- 
rivd so much of our system of jurisprudence should be 
searched for any treasure which would be of use in the proposed 
revision of the Code, I have undertaken to examine the pro- 
cedure in vogue in England, and in some measure to compare it 
with our own. 

I have said it was important to make this examination, be- 
cause it is made quite evident by the elaborate statistics pre- 
sented to the American Bar Association at its meeting in De- 
troit last Summer that we have little hope for relief in tne adop- 
tion of any of the systems of procedure in force in this coun- 
try. When we are told that 48 per cent. of all the points passed 
upon by the courts of ‘this country in the reported cases, in- 
volve questions of practice, not affecting the merits; in other 
words, that nearly one-half of the questions decided by our 
courts are questions arising out of disputes as to the proper 
method of bringing before the court the merits involved in the 
original differences, and are in no way decisive of the substan- 
tive rights of the parties in litigation,* when we are confronted 
in addition with carefully compiled figures which show that 
thirty-eight out of every hundred cases in the courts of ap- 
pellate jurisdiction of this country are reversed upon questions 
of procedure,+ and that New York makes no better showing in 
this respect than Texas or Nebraska, but is just about up to 
the average, we may be certain there is something radically 
wrong with the system which makes such a state of affairs 
possible, or else, as the gentleman who compiled these most in- 
teresting and most discouraging statistics prefers to conclude, 
with the profession which pretends to practice that system. 

While it is doubtless quite true that ignorant practitioners 
are responsible for more blunders than those who are well 
grounded, ft is also probably true that five-sixths of the liti- 
gated cases are conducted by the intelligent portion of the pro- 
fession. Where is the lawyer who will dare to assert that the 
Code of Civil Procedure has no fears for him? It is the intel- 
ligent members of the profession who are clamoring for a re- 
form in our practice. 

If the trouble is with the system, it is not apparent that we 
are to remedy it materially by borrowing from our neighbors. 
Kansas and lowa have elaborate codes of civil procedure, 
which are said to be model specimens of their kind, but that it 
is a bad kind witness the telltale figures: Thirty-three per 
cent. and 34 per cent. of all cases in the appellate courts of 
those States, respectively, during the years 1894-95 were re- 
versed on points of practice. 

Nor is the situation much better in the States where the 
common.law practice still prevails. In Massachusetts, during 
the same period, only 26 per cent. of all cases were reversed on 
points of practice, but in New Jersey. another common-law 
State, the percentage was 40, and the average in nineteen com- 
mon-law States is 33 per cent. 


The fact is that in all our systems of procedure, code or 


common law, there is tco much of formality, too much of tech- 
nicality, too much of inelasticity. As Lord Coleridge once said, 
the science of statement is deemed of more importance than 
the substance of right. 

I have been unable io procure any figures which will show 
the efficiency of the refurmed English system of procedure, as 
compared with the system in vogue in this country. That it is 
not perfect is evidenced, perhaps, by the remarks of Mr. T. 
Wreford Budd, president of the Incorporated Liaw Society, in 
his address to the society at Liverpool last Summer. After 
commending certain features of the new practice, he said: ‘It 
ls impossible for us to maintain that our system merits the 
approval of those for whom it is designed, the litigants them- 
selves. The whole manner in which commercial business is 
conducted in this country has changed enormously of late, and 
men of business are accustomed to transact their business rap- 
idly and expect to have their ordinary business transactions set- 
tled up expeditiously. Our proceedings are not up to date. 

* * Our system, which we call procedure, is a far too 
highly polished and complicated machine ‘for the requirements 
of everyday cases. It is a terrible weapon in the hands of an 
unscrupulous litigant. In theory it is all simple enough; but 








*See tables compiled by Frank C. Smith, editor of “The 
American Lawyer,” and published in issue for October, 1894. 

{See tables compiled by Frank C. Smith, editor of “The 
American Lawyer,” and published in last issue (January. 1896). 





we know that, except in cases which the courts consider to come 
under order X1V.. a defendant who has in reality no title of 
a defense can keep his adversary months, and, in some cases 
and under favorable circumstances, years from getting a judg- 
ment, and that either party can, for an undue length of time, 
put off the inevitable moment of coming face to face with his 
adversary before the court.” 

It is perhaps too much to expect that the wit of man will 
ever devise a method of determining disputes which will meet 
the unqualified approval of litigants, especially of those of them 
who happen to be on the losing side; but that the English 
method is far in advance of our own, will, I think, be apparent 
when we come to compare the two. That it is a great improve- 
ment on what preceded it, there can be no question. 

Lord Chancellor Cairns, in a speech in the House of Lords 
in 1876, said: “The great change effected by the judicature 
acts came into operation on the Ist of November last, and I 
am bound to say that every day which has passed has satis- 
fied me of the wisdom of Parliament in introducing that great 
scheme. So far as I can observe the working of the judicature 
acts, they have been in the highest degree satisfactory. There 
has been found in their working a degree of flexibility, of sim- 
plicity, of uniformity and of economy of judicial time which 
has secured the best results.”’ 

And vhe late Right Hon. Sir Alexander James Edmund 
Cockburn. Lord Chief Justice of England, speaking of the 
judicature acts on the occasion of being presented with the 
freedom of the city of London, said: “I am happy to have this 
opportunity of saying it thus publicly, as the result of my own 
experience during the past two months, that this legislation 
has effected very great and salutary improvements in the con- 
dition of English law. It hes in many respects brought the old 
maxims of the common iaw into harmony with the large and 
more liberal principles of equity. It has improved our proced_ 
ure—simplified and improved it.” 

The original Supreme Couc-t of Judicature Act was passed 
in 1873, and went into effect Nov. 1, 1875. By it the 
whole judicial system of England was revolitionized. The sev- 
eral courts of common law and chancery were consolidated into 
one Supreme Court of Judicature. The Supreme Court was di- 
vided inte two permanent divisions. the High Court of Justice 
having original jurisdi tion, and the Court of Appeals having 
appellate jurisdiction. ‘ 

The act contains provisions concerning the jurisdiction, sit- 
tings and distribution of business, officers, etc., of the courts, 
and it also declares the law to be thereafter administered as to 
to administration of assets of insolvent estates, assignments, 
mandamus, injunctions and receivers of and custody of infants. 
In all cases in which theve is any conflict or variance between 
the rules of equity and the rules of the common law with refer- 
ence to the same matter the act declares that the rules of equity 
shall prevail. 

In 1875 the act was considerably amended. By section 16 
of the act of 1875 it was provided that the rules of court con- 
tained in the first schedule to the act should come into opera- 
tion at the commencement of the act, and as to all matter to 
which they shall extend shall thenceforth regulate the proceed- 
ings in the High Court of Justice and the Court of Appeals. 

The original act was still further amended by the act of 
1881. in which it is provided (s. 16) that the power of making 
rules shall theaceforth be vested in and exercised by any five or 
more of the following persons, of whem the Lord Chancellor 
shall be one, namely: The-Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chief 
Justice of England, ‘the Master of the Rolls, the President of 
the Probate. Divorce and Admiralty Division of the High Court 
of Justice and four other judses of the Supreme Court of Judica- 
ture to be from ‘time to time appointed for the purpose by the 
Lord Chancellor. Accordingly, in 1883, the Chancellor, the Chief 
Justice, the Master of the Rolls and five other judges of the 
Supreme Court, made and promulgated the rules of the Su- 
preme Court of 1883, which superseded the rules contained in 
the first achetuts to the act of 1875 and all the rules subse- 
quently made. 

These rules. with a few unimportant amendments, are the 
rules governing procedure in the Supreme Court of Judicature 
to-day. They are 1.011 in number, and are divided into 72 
orders, or chapters. Printed without annotations they would 
be contained in a volume one-third the size of our pocket codes. 
They cover very nearly the same ground that our Code does. 
There are orders resnecting the form and commencement of 
action. service of summons, parties joinder of cause of action, 
pleading, trial, judgment, execution, appeal, provisional reme_ 
dies. costs, etc. There are no orders touching the statute of lim- 
itations, evidence (except as to its production), jurors or jus- 
tices’ courts. Appended to the rules are forms for writs, plead- 
‘ngs, orders and other papers. 

The form in which the English law of procedure is stated 
challenges our attention. Rules of court are not unfamiliar to 
vs. We have our Supreme Court rules, but they are supple- 
mental to the Code of Civil Procedure. There is no apparent 
reason why we should have both—why we should, for in- 
stance, have to go to the Code to ascertain the manner of 
proving service of a summons on a corporation, and to the 
rules to learn how to make proof of service of a summons in 
divorce cases: or why the code should prescribe the time of a 
notice of motion ani the rules the time in which to make a 
case and exceptions. 

In England, as has been stated, all provisions relating to 
practice are to be found in the Rules of Court. This, it seems 
to me, is the better and more logical system. The courts and 
not the legislatures should regulate judicial proceedings. It is 
no more within the province of the Legislature to lay down rules 
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for the administration of justice within the courts of the State 
than it is within the jurisdiction of the court to make rules of 
order for the Legislature. 


If our law of procedure could be put beyond the reach of 
the Legislature there would not be so much tinkering and 
amending to meet the exigencies of some particular case or in- 
dividual. I know it has been claimed by some of the friends of 
the Code of Civil Procedure that that portion of the Code which 
is frequently used has been very slightly amended; the fact 
remains, however, that there are enough amendments passed 
at every session of the Legislature to make it unsafe to rely 
upon @ code mere than a year old. 


Next to the form of the English law of practice, the most 
noticeable feature of it is the wide discretion given to the 
courts and judges. That very objectionable word must, which 
Mr. Throop saw fit to use so freely in his code, is seldom found 
in the English Rules of Court, but gives way to the less man- 
datory shail, or oftener to the permissive may. Nearly every 
rule is coupled with the provision that the court or judge may, 
in the interests of justice or conven‘ence, make such an order 
as shall be deemed just, and on such terms as are proper. 
This, it will be seen, is radically different in theory from the 
American idea, which is that judges shall be limited in their dis- 
cretion within the four corners of a statute. Whether that is 
because the English people have more confidence in their 
judges than Americans repose in theirs I cannot say. As is 
well known, the elective judiciary does not obtain in England. 
The English judges are appointed by the Queen, upon the ad- 
vice of the Lord Chancellor and the Lord Chief Justice. They 
hold office for life. They are required to be qualified by ten 
years’ standing as barristers. Each of the ordinary justices of 
the Supreme Court of Judicature receives a salary of £5,000 a 
year and is allowed two private secretaries. After serving fif- 
teen years, or, at any time after becoming disabled, he may 
retire with a pension for life, which, I believe, is half of the 
salary. The English judges are thus put beyond the reach of 
party politics. If it be true that Americans have less confidence 
in their judges than they should have, they may have some- 
thing to learn from their kindred across the sea. 

The object of the English rules seems to be to provide the 
best and quickest and simplest method of bringing before the 
court the merits involved in any particular case, and not, as 
has ‘been said of our code by a distinguished member of this as_ 
sociation, “to prevent courts from doing justice.’ There has 
been no “mud ile-headed ingenuity expended to make things 
naturally simple as complicated and difficult as possible.” Rules 
are stated briefly and succinctly; the possibility of a pecular 
case in which injustice might be done by the enforcement of a 
rule, is guarded against by allowing the judges some latitude; 
time is abbreviated; the spirit of equity prevails. 

But a glance at some of the more unique provisions of this 


procedure will ‘best indicate its great fundamental principle— 


the application of equitable rules to legal practice. Of course, 
it will hardly be possible to make a complete exposition of the 
rules in the limits of this paper. We can but indicate in the 
most casual way some of the more striking provisions. 

To begin at the beginning: Order 1 provides that all ac- 
tions which were previcusly commenced by writ in the superior 
courts of common law, and all suits which were previously com- 
menced by bill or information in the High Court of Chancery 
or by a cause in rem or in personam in the High Court of Ad- 
miralty, or by citation or otherwise, in the High Court of 
Probate, shall be instituted in the High Court of Justice by a 
proceeding to be called an action. This puts all litigation on the 
same basis, so far as respects its commencement and nomen- 
elature. It avoids any confusion between actions and special 
proceedings. 

- The, next order provides that every action shall be com- 
meficed by a writ of summons which shall be indorsed with a 
statement of the nature of the claim made, or of the relief or 
remedy required in the action, and which shall specify the divi- 
sion of the High Court to which it is intended that the action 
should be assigned. I believe there are no less than four differ- 
ent ways of commencing legal proceedings recognized by the 

‘code: By summons, by order, by petition and by citation. 
There seems to pe no good reason why an action on a promis- 
sory note shculd be commenced by a summons, and a proceed- 
ing to prove a will by citaticn 

The object of the indorsement of the nature of the action 
required to be on the summons is to identify the controversy, 
facilitate a settlement, ana where the defendant fails to appear, 
the indorsement will answer for a pleading, and damages may 
be assessed on it. Every writ of summons has to be sealed and 
issued out of the proper registry office. 

Appearance in obedience to a summons must be made in 
eight days. The statement of plaintiff's claim, if demanded, 
must be filed within five weeks, and the defense must be filed 
in eight days thereafter. This material shortening of the de- 
fendant’s time to join issue is an innovation which many prac. 
titioners would like to see introduced in our practice. Twenty 
days are altogether too much time in which to answer a com- 
plaint in an ordinary action. No one ever really required twen- 
ty days to answer any complaint, and because the time is al- 
wavs extended, if the defendant desired to have it, we have 
gotten into. the habit of putting off the drawing of an answer 
until the last minute, and then of asking for an extension of 
time, which like as not we will again allow to pass by without 
even so much as thinking of the matter, until we see the evil 
“last day to answer” once more staring us in the face. Great 
injustice is. often done by reason of this long indulgence 
sranted to the defendant. Dilatory defenses are not infrequent. 
It is probably within the experiertte of every practitioner that 
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persons who were good when sued have managed to make 
themselves execution procf before it was time to take judg. 
ment against them. 


I find no rule in the English practice which permits an ex. 
tension of time to plead, and'am unable to say what their prac. 
tice is in this respect. Our new Supreme Court Rule 24, pro. 
hibiting a second extension of time, except on notice, only par. 
tially corrects the vice. There should be no extension at all, 
except on notice, and then only in case better reasons for jt 
are shown than that counsel has been busy. 

By Order IX., presonal service is required whenever it is 
practicable, but if it be made to appear to the court, or a judge 
thereof, that the plaintiff is from any cause unable to effect 
prompt personal service, the court or judge may make such 
order for substituted or other service, or for substitution for 
service. of notice by advertisement or otherwise, as may be 
just. This rule gives a very wide discretion to the courts, and 
is somewhat simpler than our practice, which requires proof 
that the place of defendant's sojourn cannot be ascertained, or 
if he is within the State, that he avoids service. 

By Rule 6 of the Order, parties may be sued in the name 
of the firm, and summons may be served upon any one of them, 
which shall be deemed good service on the firm. The partners 
must appear individually in their own names (Order XII, 
Rule 5). 

One of the -most radical innovations in the rules is the 
provision for summary judgment. By Order XIV. it ‘s provided 
that where the defendant appears to a writ of summons spe- 
cially indorsed, the plaintiff may, on affidavit verifying the 
cause of action and the amount claimed, and stating that in his 
belief there is no defense to the action, apply to a judge for lib- 
erty to enter final judgment for the amount so indorsed, to 
gether with interest, if any, or for the recovery of the land, as the 
case may be, and costs. The judge may thereupon, unleSs the 
defendant, by affidavit or otherwise, shall satisfy him that he 
has a good defense to the action on the merits, or disclose 
such facts as may be deemed sufficient to entitle him to defend, 
make an order empowering the plaintiff to enter judgment ac. 
cordingly. The defendant may show cause against such appll- 
cation by afffiavit, or by offering to bring into court the sum 
indorsed on the writ. Such affidavit shall state whether the 
defense alleged goes to the whole or to part only, and (if so) to 
what part of the plaintiff's claim. If it applies only to 4a 
part, the plaintiff may have judgment for such part of his claim 
as the defense does not apply to. The judge may, if he thinks 
fit. order the defendant to attend and be examined upon oath; 
or to produce any documents. 

It will be seen that this order goes much further than our 
practice respecting striking out an answer as sham, or grant- 
ing judgment on frivolous pleadings. It anticipates the plead- 
ings, and throws the burden on the defendant of showing that 
he has a defense. It is, perhaps, permitting the trial of a 
cause by affidavits,a method of trial which, we shall see, is not 
considered so objectionable in Fngland as it is here, but asa 
matter of practice a defendant can successfully show cause 
against the appl.cation by stating what his defense is, and 
giving reasons for thinking it is substantial and will be sus- 
tained by evidence. (Runnacles v. Mesquita, 1 O. B. D., 116.) 

This practice seems to meet with approbation, if we may 
judge by the remarks of the president of the Incorporated Law 
Society in the address already adverted to. He says: “I hope 
that the time is not far distant when we shall see the provisions 
of Order XIV. greatly extended, a course which has 
strongly recommended bv the committee of our society, which 
reported in 1892, on suggested changes in our legal procedure. 
* * * Compromises and settlements of litigation usually arise 
in consequence of one party to an action learning something 
which he has not before known, or has not appreciated, of the 
strength of his opponent’s case. If a settlement-of the dispute 
in the early stages of litigation is an object, as*I think it is, to 
be desired, it is important that each litigant should, ag speedily 
as can be, learn something of the strergth of his opponetit’s 
case, and I should like to se¢ what I will call the underlying 
principle of Order XIV. extended to every kind of case, and ! 
would give to every litigant, be he plaintiff, defendant, appli- 
eant or respondent, the right immediately that all necessary 
parties are before the court, to apply to the court in a sum- 
mary way for any judgment to which he may think himself 
entitled. in reference to the subject matter of the litigation, and 
to do this on such meterial as he may then be able to bring be- 
fore the court. There is a vast quantity of cases in which 4 
short investigation performed by an able judge would show 
that the applicant had no reasonab’e ground for his application, 
or that the respondent had no such grounds for objection; and 
it should be the duty of the judge to enter judgment on the ma- 
terials before him, either for the applicant or the respondent, 
or in such manner as he thought just, unless, for special re@- 
sons, he should consider that the particular case ought to be 
carried through in the manner prescribed by existing rules; 
but I would let it be possible to make such judgment a provis- 
ional judgment only, and allow the aggrieved party on giving 
security for costs, or on such other conditions as the court 
might impose, to have the action or proceeding tried or brought 

to hearing in the ordinary way. I am confident that, if the 
court possessed such a power as this, and if the parties were at 
an early stage of the proceedings brought face to face before 
the court. a settlement between the parties themselves would, 
in the vast majority of cases, take place, or a satisfactory juds- 
ment would be pronounced and further proceedings avoided. 

In this connection it may be of interest to note that there 
has recently been established in London a separate court for 
the trial of commercial cases. .This court ‘s presided over by 
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judges whose whole lives have been spent in the conduct of 
such cases, and who possess the confidence of men of business, 
and it is said to be very successful. A similar experiment was 
once tried in New York, but it was an ignominious failure, for 
what reason I do not now remember, That some such tribunal 
for the settlement of ordinary disputes of business, is a desider- 
atum, would seem to be indicated by the fact that business 
men frequently insert in their contracts clauses for a compul- 
sory reference to arbitrators in case of a misunderstanding. 

Order XVL., concerning Parties, contains some rules which 
are in the line of substantial justice. 

Rule 2 provides that where an action has been commenced 
in the name of the wrong person as plaintiff, the court or a 
judge may, if satisfied that it has been so commenced through 
a bona fide mistake, and that it is necessary for the determina- 
tion of the real matter in controversy to do so, order any other 
person to be substituted or added as plaintiff on such terms as 
may be just. It has often happened that actions have been 
inadvertently brought by the wrong person, as by a cestui que 
trust, instead of trustee, or ‘by mortgagor instead of mortgagee. 
Often the same mistake has been made where it was a matter 
of much real nicety to say which of two persons ought to sue. 
This rule, nothing like which is to be found in our practice, ob- 
yiates any such embarrassment. 

Rule 11 of the same Order provides that no cause shall be 
defeated by reason of the misjoinder of parties, and the court 
may in every case deal with the matter in controversy, so far 
as regards the rights and interests of the parties actually be- 
fore it. 

Rule 16 makes provision for cases in which the right of an 
heir at law. or the next of kin, or a class depends on the con- 
struction of an instrumcnt, and it is not known, and will be dif- 
ficult to ascertain who is or are such heir at law or next of kin 
or class. In such a case the court may appoint some one to 
represent the class, and the judgment is binding. In the same 
way the court may appoint some one to represent a deceased 
person when there is no legal personal representative, and the 
judgment is binding against the estate in the same manner as 
if a duly constituted legal personal representative had been a 

rty. 

a A very important rule is that which permits a defendant 
who claims to be entitled to contribution, or indemnity over 
against any person not 4 party, to bring such person in by a 
summons. The third party so brought in may dispute the 
plaintiff's claim, as against the defendant on whose behalf he 
was brought in. This gives a defendant a right to substantial 
relief against any person, provided it be connected with the orig- 
inal subject matter. A surety may in this way claim contribu- 
tion from a co-surety; an indorser may claim relief against a 
prior indorser, and so an extra lawsuit may be saved. 

The matter of joinder of causes of action is very simply dis- 
posed of in a short Order (XVIII.), the gist of which is that the 
plaintiff may unite in the same action several causes of action, 
but if it appear to the court or judge that any such causes of 
action cannot be conveniently tried or disposed of together, sep- 
arate trials may be ordered. 

When we come to the rules governing pleadings, we find 
only one noticeable difference, but that is an important one. 
There is no demurrer in the new English system of pleading. 
In lieu of it, it is provided (Order XXV.) that any point of law 
may be raised by a pleading, and may te disposed of at the 
trial, unless, by consent or by order, it is set down for hearing 
and disposed of before the trial. It can hardly be maintained 
that demurrers which do not go to the merits subserve any 
practical purpose, except to enrich the counsel on one side at 
the expense of the counsel on the other. There are very few de- 
murrers which affect the result of the action. There are some 
minor points in connection with the rules on pleading which 
are worthy of notice. Corresponding with our complaint is the 
statement of claim; the answer is known as the defendant’s de- 
fense. or counterclaim A defendant may set off or set up, by 
way of counterclaim, any right or claim, whether sounding in 
damages or not, and such counterclaim shall have the same 
effect as a cross action, so as to enable the court to pronounce 
a final judgment in the same action, both on the original and on 
the cross claim. This is a salutary rule, and one which pre- 
vents the injustice permitted by our absurd rule that a counter 
claim arising ex contractu cannot be set up in an action of 
fort. I may be permitted to illustrate the unreasonableness of 
our rule by a recent case in my own practice. My client, a 
bank was sued bv one of its former customers, to recover, un- 
der the statute twice the amount of usurious interest which 
the bank had charged him for discounting his paper. Inasmuch 
as the plaintiff was a Jefaulter, and a fugitive from justice, and 
had been so thoughtless as to leave some two or three thousand 
dollars of his unsecured notes in the bank’s hands when he 
went away, his suit was regarded with no little surprise. An 
answer setting up his debt to the bank as a counterclaim was 
demurred to, and under the decision the demurrer seemed to 
be well taken. Here was an anomaly. Was this bank, which 
had claims against the plaintiff for several thousand dollars, to 
suffer a judgment against it for six hundred dollars in his 
favor? There seemed to be no help for it, and there would have 
been none, if it had not occurred to me that the plaintiff’s at- 
tornevs. who were known to be creditors of their own client, 
and who verified the complaint in his stead, were probably 
bringing the action without authority. An order to show cause 
why the complaint should .9¢ be dismissed for want of author- 
ity to bring it was effective to secure a discontinuance. 

Another provision respecting counterclaims is, that where 
@ defendant sets up a counterclaim against another person, as 
Well as the plaintiff, the third person. if not a defendant, may 

summoned to appear and reply to the counterclaim. 
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The rules restrict the defense to unequivocal denials of the 
statement of claim, or some part of it. A mere denial of a 
debt is inadmissible. The defendant must deal specifically with 
each allegation of which he does not admit the truth. Thus, if 
it be alleged that he received a certain sum of money, it is not 
sufficient to deny that he received the particular amount, but he 
must deny that he received that sum or any part thereof, or 
else set out how much he received. Neither party need in any 
pleading allege any matter of fact which the law presumes 
in his favor, or as to which the burden of proof lies upon the 
other side. 

No technical objection may be raised to any pleading on the 
ground of any alleged want of form. 

Forms of pleading for every conceivable kind of action are 
furnished in an appendix. This is the form of claim in an action 
by the payee against the maker of a promissory note: 

Title. 

The plaintiff’s claim is against the defendant as maker of a 
promissory note for £250, dated 1st of January, 1882, payable 
four months after date. 

Particulars. 
Principal 
Interest 


Place of triahk, Lancashire, West Derby Division. 

Signed. 
Delivered. 

There are several provisions respecting trial and the pre- 
liminaries thereto which may be mentioned. In place of our 
practice by motion and order, the English rules provide that a 
general summons for direction may be taken out at any time 
by any party, with respect to particulars of claim or defense, 
discovery, commission and examination of witnesses, mode of 
trial, ete. (O.XXX.) Either party may, by leave and upon mak- 
ing a deposit as security for costs, deliver interrofatories in 
writing for the examination of opposite party. (Order XXXII.) 

Concerning evidence, it will suffice to make mention of one 
or two of the most noticeable rules. A very convenient rule 
is that permitting evidence to be taken by affidavit, unless the 
other party desires the production of the witness for cross-ex- 
amination. Fourteen days after a consént for taking evidence 
by affidavit has been given, plaintiff must file his affidavits. De- 
fendant must file his within fourteen days thereafter, and 
plaintiff must file his reply in seven days. Any party desiring 
to cross-examine may have the production of witnesses. There 
are numerous cases involving small amounts which hardly war- 
rant the expense of bringing witnesses from distant parts of the 
State where this practice would be most convenient. 

Another rule authorizes an action to perpetuate testimony 
in any case where a person may become entitled, upon the hap- 
pening of any future event to any honor, title, dignity or office, 
or to any estate or interest in property. 

It is also provided that the court may, on application of 
either party, order the attendance for cross-examination of the 
person making any affidavit used on a motion. 

As has been said before, the rules do not touch the selec- 
tion of trial jurors, but in view of the fact that a very wide- 
spread dissatisfaction with the quality of our trial juries exists, 
especially in the larger countries, which is finding expression 
in a vicious sort of special legislation, providing commissioners 
of jurors for several counties of the State, it may not be amiss 
to call attention to the fact that if our statute (sections 1035- 
1062, Code Civil Procedure) should be made to conform to the 
English statute from which it is derived, the same result could 
be accomplished and at a much less expense—that is, obtained 
by the commissioner plan. This conformation could be accom- 
plished with a few slight amendments. The principle reason 
why we do not have better juries is that the lists do not contain 
the names of all persons who are qualified, but only such as the 
supervisors, town clerk and assessors choose to put on, in the 
exercise of judicial discretion. If section 1036 were amended 
so as to compel the officers who make up the lists to put thereon 
the names of all persons who are qualified, instead of allowing 
them to put on those whom they believe to be qualified, we 
would have better original lists. Then, if provision were made 
for advertising all names of qualified jurors in each town and 
ward, and for the appointment of certain days when cause 
might be shown before the proper officer why any person on 
the list should not serve; and, finally, if the names as corrected 
and returned to the County Clerk, could be put into a book, to- 
gether with qualifications, our system would be much improved. 

As another very good illustration of the simplicity of the 
English practice, Rule 51, relating to sales by the court may be 
cited. It is well known that it is almost dangerous for a prac- 
titioner to conduct proceedings for the sale of a decedent’s real 
estate for the payment of debts, unless he has eaten and slept 
with Title 5, Chapter 18 of the Code for several days. Such 
practice in the English courts would seem to be regulated by 
this simple rule: “If in any cause or manner relating to any 
real estate, it shall appear necessary or expedient that the real 
estate or any part thereof should be sold, a court or a judge 
may order the same to be sold.” 

The rules respecting costs are something amazing to the 
American mind. There are fees for a first counsel and second 
counsel and third counsel, senior counsel’s clerk and junior 
counsel’s clerk; ‘there is a higher scale and a lower scale of 
costs, and every paper served or figure written is at a certain 
fixed fee; there are fees for perusals and for appearances and 
instructions: there are retainers and refreshers, until the mind 
is dizzy. 

The English bar is a strange compound of conservatism and 
radicalism. It cannot give up its preposterous long vacation, 
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or its anomolous relation between counsel and client, or its ab- 
surd fee bill, but it has taken steps many years in advance of 
the American bar, by codifying the law of bills and notes, com- 
mon carriers, etc., and it had produced a system of procedure 
from which we have much to learn. 

To bring this paper within the subject assigned, which is 
“What method should be adopted in the proposed revision of 
the Code of Procedure, and how can the work be carried on so 
as to give the best results?” it will be necessary to deduce some 
morals from the foregoing narrative. 

I venture to suggest the following propositions: 

1. That the matter of the revision of the Code should be put 
into the hands of two or three of the ablest members of the 
profession, and under the supervision of an advisory counsel of 
judges. 

2. That such commission should make ¢ thorough study of 
the procedure in other States and countries, ‘and especially of 
that in England and her colonies. 

3. That the statutory provisions should be confined within 
a very brief compass, and all details of practice should be 
shaped in the form of rules of court. 

4. That the rules of court once adopted should be in the 
hands of a joint commission of judges and members of the bar, 
and that no amendment thereto should be made without the 
approval of the commission. 


ILLINOIS STATE BAR ASSOCIATION. 











PRESIVENTI?S ADDRESS. 


By OLIVEW a. HARKER. 


Gentlemen of the Illinois State Bar Association: Nineteen 
years ago eighty-eight lawyers, from different parts of the 
State, assembled in convention in this city and formed this 
association. It was not for the purpose of arranging schedules 
of fees or forming combinations for their own aggrandizement 
that they were brought together, but for the purpose of forming 
a permanent organization, which should hold annual sessions, at 
which lawyers, as citizens of our great Commonwealth, could 
look over the field in which they labor and counsel together 
upon measures that would secure to every person the full en- 
joyment of all rights and privileges of citizenship. The pur- 
poses declared in the constitution there adopted were “‘to culti- 
vate the science of jurisprudence, to promote reform in the law, 
to facilitate the administration of justice, to elevate the stand- 
ard of integrity, honor and courtesy in the legal profession, to 
and, after a long and tedious examination of witnesses before 
encourage a thorough and liberal education, and to cultivate 
and cherish a spirit of brotherhood.” 

No happier statement of the purposes of such an organiza- 
tion could be made, and in passing through the stage of healthy 
infancy and vigorous youth which have marked its history, 
these purposes have been kept steadily in view. No higher 
honor could be conferred upon an Illinois lawyer than to be 
elected to preside over its deliberations, and when I reflect that 
the position has been filled before me by such eminent jurists 
as the present Chief Justice of the United States Supreme Court, 
the late David Davis and the venerable Lyman Trumbull, | 
confess that I assume the duties of presiding officer with no 
slight degree of diffidence. 

If I am correctly advised, this is the_first instance in which 
your body has gone without the ranks of the active practi- 
tioner and elected a president from the State’s judiciary force. 
I have not been able to determine whether in so doing you were 
impelled by a desire to hear the general topics which interest 
the association presented by one who looks through judicial 
glasses, or whether, in a spirit of fair play, you desired to 
give a member of the force an opportunity to defend against 
some of the criticisms which the supreme and appellate courts 
received at the last two annual sessions. 

It is made the duty of the president in his annual address 
to express such views and recommendations relative to the laws 
of the State and their administration as shall seem best cal- 
culated to conserve the general weal. One of the purposes of 
the organization is ‘“‘to facilitate the administration of justice.” 
I do not think I can occupy your attention more profitably than 
by discussing it exclusively. In my opinion there is no feature 
of our system calling more loudly for reform than that which 
relates to judicial procedure. There is no proposed reform so 
interesting to both lawyer and layman as one that will speed 
the route from che commencement of a lawsuit to its final deter- 
mination. 


We live in a progressive age—an age of evolution and devel- 
opment. As a people, we boastfully point to the great things we 
have accomplished in mechanics, in chemistry, in philosophy, in 
physics—indeed, in all branches of science andart. Where sail- 
ing vessels, dependent upon the varying humor of the winds, 
slowly bore the commerce of our lakes and the ocean, gigantic 
steamships now plow the water against wind and current. 
The slow moving canal boat and the lumbering stage coach have 
given way to the rapidly moving freight train and the lightning 
express. We now traverse within a few hours the same dis-, 
tance that our grandfathers consumed days in covering. The 
mysterious power of electricity has been brought within such 
control that you may stand in tthe city of San Francisco and 

- converse with a man in New York, although but a few years 
ago weeks were required to carry a message from one city to 
the other. We never tire of such comparisons; we could con- 





tinue them for hours, because the material is all around ug 
And yet, with all these evidences of progress and advancing 
civilization, it takes a contested lawsuit longer to travel from 
the summons in the trial court to judgment in the court of last 
resort than it did fifty years ago. 

A suitor, having a good case, is advised by his attorney that 
he must bring it on the equity side of the docket. He does go, 
a master, and a trial by the court, he is told from the bench 
that. while the evidence shows he 1s entitled to relief, he has 
applied to the wrong ear of the court, and that before he can 
have it he must pay up all the costs and begin a new suit, in 
which he shall apply to that ear with which the court listens 
to suits of law. He begins a suit at law, and after the plead. 
ings are settled a trial is had, in which the jury, failing to 
understand the instructions of the court, find against him. The 
verdict is set aside and another trial had at a subsequent term, 
resulting in a verdict and judgment for him. His adversary 
prosecutes an appeal te the appellate court, where a reversal is 
suffered because of an error of the trial judge in the admission 
of evidence. The case is remanded and a third trial is had, re. 
sulting in another verdict and judgment in his favor. His ad. 
versary prosecutes another appeal to the appellate court, where 
the judgment is affirmed. An appeal is then prosecuted to the 
supreme court, from when~e the case is dropped back to the 
trial court because of an erroneous instruction. The picture is 
not overdrawn, as reported cases from the supreme and ap- 
pellate courts will bear witness. 

To the honest suitor who has seen his case thus beaten about 
from post to pillar on one technicality after another, the boasted 
guarantee contained in our bill of rights, that he shall have 
justice administered promptly and without delay, is but hollow 
mockery, and he is quite ready to join Jack Cade, not only in 
the proposition, “First thing we do, let’s kill all the lawyers,” 
but is in the humor to make way with the judges also. 

Under our system of procedure, litigation in civil actions 
may be, and often is, so prolonged as to amount to a denial of 
justice. Our system of jurisprudence was borrowed from the 
mother country. We have from time to time undertaken to 
improve it. We are prone to look upon the English in compari- 
son with ourselves as a very slow-going people, and yet an Eng. 
lish plaintiff, with a good case, can rush a rich and influential 
defendant through the whole system of courts and out of the 
court of last resort with a rapidity that would carry away the 
breath of an American lawyer. A case, commenced and tried 
within the same month, will run the course of appeal and reach 
judgment in the court of last resort by the end of the second 
month. The average time consumed by a hotly-contested law- 
suit in passing through the circuit, appellate and supreme courts 
in Illinois, is three years. When a case reaches the high- 
est tribunal in our land it there halts for a period of three 
years because of the congested condition of the docket. 

There is no country in the civilized world where it takes so 
long to bring a man who has committed a crime to trial and 
punishment as in ours, and, as a rule, the more heinous the 
crime the longer the period between its commission and punish- 
ment. With motions to quash, challenges to the array, applica- 
tions for continuance, inquests to test sanity, and the numer- 
ous other shifts which the genius of an experienced criminal 
lawyer may invent, how often do we see a good case for the 
State literally worn out by delay and a bad criminal go un- 
whipped of justice. 

Most truly may it be said now, as was said by the late 
David Dudley Field several years ago in an address to the 
American Bar Association, ‘Justice passes through the land on 
leaden sandals."’ How the leaden sandals may be removed and 
justice be made “sure footed and swift,”’ is the greatest problem 
which confronts our profession to-day. It is not a problem 
which legislative enactment alone can solve. The present con- 
dition is not due to imperfect legislation entirely. The courts 
must share in the blame, and can do much to reform the evil. 

Judicial procedure embraces the various successive steps 
whereby a court, clothed with jurisdiction over a particular sub- 
ject matter and the parties in interest, advances to a final judg- 
ment. It is regulated’ by methodical rules known to those whv 
practice under it, and is the machinery put in motion for the 
attainment of justice. Lawyers are reluctant to try any new 
means which promise to accelerate the speed of the machinery. 
because they have been taught to respect precedent. I am of the 
opinion that an overwhelming respect for precedent has reduced 
much of the tardiness complained of. Proper regard for prece- 
dents is necessary, but we should bear in mind that in legal 
procedure they are only useful as aids in the attainment of 
justice, and should not be made superior to the end sought to be 
accomplished. Of the judgments at law reversed by our su- 
preme and appellate courts, a majority have been reversed, not 
because the judgment failed to do justice between the parties, 
but because the trial judge, in ruling upon evidence or passing 
upon instructions, violated some technical rule of law. 

The manner in which technical errors are magnified in courts 
of appeal cannot but have its influence upon the practitioner, 
and how often do we find the mode in which the controversy 
shall be conducted, instead of the substantial rights of the 
parties, made the fighting ground of the litigation. The trial 
judge, always desirous of reaching justice, may brush aside the 
formalities contended for to get at the merits, and as a result 
reaches both justice and technical reversal. The congested con- 
dition of the dockets of our court of appeal is due more to the 
encouragement which technical reversals have given to dis- 
honest and litigious suitors than to an increase in legitimate 
business. I fear we, who are members of those courts, have 
much to answer for. The manner in which ‘the writer of an 
opinion so often plants himself upon the principles of common 
law practice, when an appellee with a good case is sent back to 
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the trial court, would warrant the conclusion that we sometimes 
decide either in ignorance or in defiance of the very ‘liberal 
statute of amendments and jeofails by which our Legislature 
yndertakes to make valid judgments which do justice, although 
irregular as to form, 

The great aim in judicial procedure is to attain justice, and 
where it can be seen from an inspection of the entire record 
that such has been accomplished, although accompanied by er- 
rors and irregularities, the judgment should be affirmed. In the 
review of a record in a civil case, the controlling question should 
be: Does the Judgment below do justice between the parties? 
In the review of a criminal case the controlling question should 
be: Is the defendant guilty or innocent of the charge preferred 
against him? We shall have advanced a long stride in the at- 
rection of reform when we can look at every record as did Mr. 
Justice Mulkey, in the celebrated Anarchist case. After conced- 
ing that errors were committed by the trial court, he says in the 
separate opinion filed by him: “After having carefully ex- 
amined the record and given all the questions arising upon it 
my best thought, I am fully satisfied that the conclusions 
reached vindicate the law, and do complete justice between the 
prisoners and the State.” 

The right of appeal, under existing statutes, is too liberal 
and should be curtailed. 

During my service upon the appellate court two cases have 
come under my observation to which I will cali your attention as 
illustrating that proposition. Each was commenced by filing 
claim against a decedent’s estate in the county court sitting in 
probate. There was a trial by jury in the county court and an 
appeal to the circuit court, where there was another trial by 
jury. An appeal was prosecuted to the appellate court, and 
from that court to the supreme court. The judgment of the cir- 
cuit court was practically the same as that in the county court 
in each case. In each case the appellate court affirmed the 
judgment of the circuit court, and in each the supreme court 
affirmed the appellate court. There was a delay in the admin- 
istration of each of those estates for a period of three years to 
reach the end of the litigation for the sole reason that the 
amount involved exceeded $1,000. In neither case was there a 
mooted question of law involved, but the entire controversy 
was over disputed questions of fact. 

There are six distinct classes of cases ‘triable by jury and of 
frequent occurrence, of which the county and probate courts 
take original jurisdiction in which appeals lie to the circuit 
court for trial de novo, and it is provided by the general act 
relating to “‘courts’’ that appeals may be taken from the final 
orders, judgments and decrees of the county and probate courts 
to the circuit court in al] matters except in proceedings for the 
confirmation of special assessments, in proceedings for the sale 
of lands for taxes, in common law and attachment cases, and in 
cases of forcible entry and detainer. ‘ 

Our county and probate courts are courts of record, and 
there is no good reason why appeals from the orders, judgments 
and decrees in all matters tried there should not go directly 
to a court of last resort, to be reviewed upon the record, without 
subjecting parties and estates to the delay and expense of going 
through another trial court. In the two cases mentioned, had 
the law provided that the appeals should be taken directly to 
the appellate court and the judgment there be made final, much 
expense would have been saved the claimants and the estates, 
and the end of the litigation reached in one, instead of three 
years. Is there a plausible reason why a case should have two 
trials of the facts in two different courts of record, and two 
trials of the record in two different courts of appeal? 

I am of the opinion that the law relating to appeals from 
the appellate to the supreme court should be amended. Except 
in Chicago, where the trial dockets are congested to an un- 
usual degree, the chief ground of complaint at the law’s delays 
is of cases after leaving the trial courts. Of the cases appealed, 
a great majority of them must go to the appellate court. The 
appellate court act provides that it shall have appellate jurisdic- 
tion of all judgments, orders and decrees of the circuit courts, 
superior courts, county courts and city courts in all suits at law 
and chancery, except cases involving a franchise, a freehold, the 
validity of a statute, or a construction of the constitution, and 
misdemeanors. In all cases determined in actions ex contractu 
where the amount involved is less than $1,000, and in all cases 
sounding in damages wherein the judgment of the court below 
is less than $1,000, the judgment of the appellate court is final. 
All other cases may travel farther, and a dissatisfied suitor may 
have the same record reviewed by the supreme court. 

The appellate courts in each of the four districts of the 
State meet but twice a year, and the supreme court meets but 
twice a year in each of the three grand divisions of the State. 
Under our practice a judgment cannot reach an affirmance in 
the appellate court until it is six months old—often a year old. 
If an appeal be prosecuted to the supreme court, there will be 
another delay of at least a year. Under the most favorable 
conditions, a case which has the right to travel through both ap- 
pellate and supreme courts cannot reach the end of its journey 
until the judgment is eighteen months old. 

Cases received in the appellate court are carefully consid- 
ered by the three judges in conference. The conclusions of fact 
reached by them in certain classes of cases are never departed 
Tom, and in others but very rarely. In the great majority of 
cases an affirmance in the appellate court is followed by an 
affirmance in ‘the supreme court, even where the mooted ques- 
tions are ones of law. In the last published volume of the IIli- 
nois Supreme Court reports (156) eighty-seven cases are re- 
ported. Forty-five (more than half) of them had gone through 
the appellate court. Of the forty-five, the judgments in thirty- 

t were affirmed and in seven reversed; and in the seven, the 








reversals were solely because tae supreme court differed trom the 
appellate court on queswons of law. 

I suggest that the law be so cnanged as to cut off all appeals 
from the appellate court to the supreme court, except as to certi- 
fied questions of law, that an appeal record filed in the appeilate 
court shall go no rurther, and that the supreme court shail con- 
Sider only such questions of law that have been considered by 
the appeilate court as shall, in the form of propositions of law, 
be certified by the last named court. Pais 

{ advocate such an amendment » 
that it would greatly relieve an ovegw® 
bring us more carefully considered 

10 speed the course of a case in¥ SPE BIBEK cours instead 
of having two terms a year in each oh grand divisions, 
l suggest such legislation as to require the court be open from 
the ist of September until the lst of July; that a case for re- 
view be considered as commenced in that court wnen the appel- 
lant or plaintiff in error shail file a record, abstract and orief 
with the clerk; that a brief be due from the appellee or defend- 
ant in error within a certain number of days after service upon 
him; that the case be taken upon the briefs or the briefs and 
oral argument, and considered in conference immediately, and 
that the decision be announced when reached. Such a caange, 
of course, would require the court to sit in one place; against 
which proposition I have never heard a valid argument ad- 
vanced 

In the trial courts much delay is caused by our defective jury 
system. When we see from four to six weeks consumed in an 
effort to obtain twelve impartial men to try a case, we feel there 
is something wrong. Such are the statutory requirements and 
grounds for challenge, that it is almost impossible to procure 
a jury of intelligent men to try a homicide case that has excited 
general public attention and been commented upon freely by the 
press. The expression of an opinion based upon rumor or a 
newspaper statement should not disqualify a juror who can di- 
vest himself of the opinion to the extent of enabling him to try 
the case impartially and be governed by the law and evidence. 

Mistrials, by reason of juries failing to agree are frequent 
causes of delay. While on the circuit some years ago a case 
was twice tried before me which aad been twice tried before my 
predecessor. In tne first three trials the jury were discharged 
oecause of taeir inability to agree, and in the fourth I only suc- 
ceeded in securing a verdict oy an application of the starving 
process. | am of the firm opinion that the unanimous verdict 
should be relegated to the past. This, of course, could be ac- 
complished only by an amendment to the constitution. It would 
render this paper too lengthy to set forth in full my reasons for 
such an amendment. Many objections of a sentimental char- 
acter are urged against it. Tne only substantial one that I 
have heard is that it would, in many instances, prevent free 
and full discussion and deliberation over the case. If a ma- 
jority verdict should become the rule ef law, too often, it is 
urged, would impulsive jurors, influenced by the eloquent ap- 
peals of counsel having the closing speech, vote a verdict with- 
out taking time to carefully and coolly consider the evidence 
and instructions. Such objection could be obviated by a provi- 
sion requiring a unanimous verdict if returned within a certain 
number of hours; and if no verdict be then returned, after that 
to allow a verdict voted by two-thirds or three-fourths of the 
jury to be returned. 

The right to amend pleadings should extend to indictments, 
Where a grand jury, after full inquiry, has presented and re- 
turned a bill charging a defendant with the commission of a 
criminal offense, it should not be quashed and delay thereby oc- 
casioned because che State’s attorney failed to fill out some 
blank for date, or inartificially worded the charge. Such amend- 
ment should be allowed as will correctly and fully present the 
charge voted upon by the grand jury and returned into court. 

The right to a change of venue on account of the prejudice 
of the judge, so often resorted to for the purpose of a continu- 
ance when all other means have failed, should be modified. It 
should be limited to the presiding judge, and snould never be 
allowed to carry the case beyond the termt which the applica- 
tion is made. 

In our State the distinction between law and equity is ob- 
served to such an extent as to require the trial court to keep 
separate dockets—one for law cases and the other for chancery 
cases. The modes of service, pleading, hearing evidence and 
trial are entirely different. So slight is the distinction in some 
instances, that a good lawyer sometimes brings a suit in equity 
that should have been brought upon the law side of the docket. 
After months of time in taking depositions and other prepara- 
tion, it is held wpon the trial that his remedy is at law. His 
client must pay up and begin a new suit. 

Some of our brethren contend the distinction should be 
abolished, and advocate a practice code applicable to all civil 
actions. I do not think so radical a change advisable. After 
an examination of the practice codes in several of the States of 
the Union, and inquiry of prominent lawyers who have practiced 
under them, I am satisfied that our system of pleading, em- 
bodying the wisdom of the sages of the common law who evolved 
it, toned by our liberal statute of amendments, and provisions 
of the practice act adopted from time to time as the exigencies 
of an advancing age required, is the most methodical and de- 
sirable of any yet known. The law should be so amended, 
however, as to allow a party who has begun his case on the 
wrong side of the docket to transfer it without delay, or so as 
to allow the court under such circumstances ‘to grant equitable 
relief when sitting as a court of law, and legal relief when sitting 
as a court of equity. 

These, gentlemen, are some of the changes which would do 
much to shorten the route of the litigant and relieve our con- 
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gested dockets. There are others more radical. I have dis- 
cussed these because I feel that their accomplishment is prac- 
ticable. I know I have said some things that ‘will provoke hos- 
tile discussion. I hope no member will feel at all backward in 
controverting the views here set forth, or in expressing fully the 
reasons for the faith that isin him. Free expression of opinion 
is courted, not only upon the views contained in this paper, but 
upon those contained in others that may be read during the 
session. Your executive committee desire that such discussion 
be made a special feature of this meeting. 








CURRENT OF LEGAL THOUGHT. 


EXCERPTS FROM EXCHANGES. 








REFORMS IN THE METHODS OF TEACHING. 


Much has been spoken and written concerning hew methods 
of study, or new systems of teaching. It is not essential to 
the highest use of the case method of imparting and learning 
principles of law that the text books should be discarded, and 
it could never be supposed that the use of text books wouid 
dispense with the necessity of studying cases. Those who ad- 
vocate the use of text books never condemn the study of cases, 
but, on the contrary, advise it. The admonition of lawyers from 
the earliest times has been that the student study the cases. 

The real question is not whether tiie case method shall be 
used, ‘but whether the text book can be discarded, i. e., whether 
the case method can be efficaciously used without the use of text 
books or without the performance of such labor on the part of 
the instructors and lecturers as will furnish a substitute for the 
text books. 

The character of a text book which shall be an institutional 
work must be comprehensiveness in scope and clearness in 
its outline. It must necessarily deal with principles, and illus- 
trate the principles by reference to cases. It must trace the 
development of principles. 

If the lecture system is substituted, the lectures really con- 
stitute a text. Is it possible to rely wholly upon the study of 
cases, and by that means acquire a comprehensive grasp of the 
law as a body? 

There is no reason why jurisprudence should form an ex- 
ception to other sciences, in regard to the method of study. The 
process of arriving at the desired result is the same in every 
science which can be properly so termed. The result to be at_ 
tained is a full conception and complete mastery of the whole 
system, if it be a system. 

The body of the civil law is not to be understood merely by 
a study ofits parts. While dissection is a necessary process, an 
understanding of the relation which one part bears to another 
is also necessary to a comprehension of the proper function 
even of a part. In legal education the analytical process, the 
resolution of subjects into elements, is but a part of the process. 
The synthetical process is necesSary in order to grasp the whole 
as a system. It bas been said that a self-educated man is 
usually educated in spots. Perhaps it would have been more 
exact to have said that the self-instructed man was instructed 
in parts. It is said that a college educated man is educated in 
every part, that the self-educated man is educated unevenly, 
the college educated man is educated symmetrically. If the same 
principle is applied to a legal education is it not clear that the 
tendency of the case method is to instruct in spots? 

Is it not equally clear that out of the mass of special in- 
stance a system must be formulated? This is not the work of 
judges, but of jurists. These are called in this day text writers. 
The side of the law we call the science of law is presented en- 
tirely by these jurists. Is there any necessity or any good 
reason why their labors should be neglected? 

We take it that only by the institutional method, or a system 
of instruction based on the same principles, can a lawyer be- 
come educated and counteract the tendency toward a narrow 
proficiency in some branch. He may be vastly instructed, may 
accumulate very great mass of rules and an immense knowledge 
of cases illustrating those rules, but naturally this undigested 
mass, which constitutes the bone and sinew of the law, can be 
articulated and given form only by the process of synthesis, or 
what is known as the institutional method, whereby the whole 
is made to form an actual or mental synoptical outline which 
the mind perceives. Only in such a manner is it possible for a 
lawyer to become educated symmetrically. 

The late Dr. Hammond said that some of our larger colleges 
instructed rather than educated. Perhaps the thought may be 
illustrated by the distinction between “knowledge” and “wis- 
dom”’ as drawn by Cowper: 

“Knowledge and wisdom, far from being one, 
Have ofttimes no connection. Knowledge dwells 
In heads replete with thoughts of other men; 
Wisdom in mind attentive to their own. 
Knowledge, a rude unprofitable mass, 
The mere material with which wisdom builds, 
Till smoothed and squared, and fitted to its place, 
Does but encumber whom it seems to enrich.” 

We certainly do not wish to be understood as denying the 
importance of the study of cases as a method of learning the law. 
We do not wish to advocate the text book to the exclusion of 
cases. We have a decided opinion that the case method of in- 
struction or study, whichever it may ‘be called, is but a method 
within the system, a means of learning rules of law and the 
application thereof, and that the system can only be presented 
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through the medium of text bocks or lectures which perform 
the same office. The system should embrace a study of text 
books, explanations in the shape of lectures, and the study of 
cases.—James D. Andrews, in “The Witness.” 


WRITING OPINIONS. 





The majority of, not to say all, the judges in this country, 
both Federal and State, appellate, chancery or nisi prius, seem 
to forget when it is accurate and when inaccurate to use the 
word “court” instead of “‘judge.”’ 

When a judge is hearing and trying a case without a jury, 
his acts, opinions, rulings and decisions are rightly termed thoge 
of the “‘court:’”’ but when he is hearing and deciding interlocu. 
tory matters, motions, etc., or when a case is being tried bya 
jury, the judge is but one constituent part of the court over 
which he presides as judge, and his words and rulings and hig 
charge to the jury are the acts of the “judge,”’ not of the court, 

Yet everywhere in decisions of our appellate courts over the 
entire country one may read expressions like these: ‘The 
learned court below erred in charging the jury,” or “the trial 
court erred in denying the motion for a new trial,”’ or “the court 
below erred in excluding the evidence offered,” etc. In all such 
sentences the word “‘judge’’ should be used. 

Nor can a judge—without logically appearing egotistical— 
when charging the jury, say: “The court instructs you so and 
so.”’. The judge is not the whole court. Theoretically, all at- 
torneys, the sheriff, clerk and the grand and petit jury panels 
are each and all constituent parts of any given court, each with 
distinct offices therein. 

Again, picking up at random any number of the National 
Reporter System and glancing over the decisions therein re- 
ported, one may find these expressions: ‘‘We are of the opinion 
that.” or ““‘We are convinced that,” or “It is evident that,” or “It 
is certain that.’’ These words are utterly superfluous, and 
weaken rather than strengthen the point decided or commented 
upon. A supreme court is of last resort. Its decisions are ulti- 
mate. It is impersonal. Therefore, what is said in a decision 
should come, so to speak, ex cathedra. Personal pronouns 
should be avoided, and instead of a sentence reading: ‘““We are 
of the opinion that the findings of the trial court are supported 
by the evidence,” how much better and forcible to read: ‘The 
findings of the court below are supported by the evidence. In- 
stead of “We are convinced that so radical a change,” etc., how 
much stronger and authoritative “Such a radical cange,” etc., 
would sound. 

In dissenting or concurring opinions, which are at best un- 
necessary and somewhat egotistical, and conducive to uncer- 
tainty and disrespect of the court, the use of the personal prv- 
noun is correct. They are the personal opinion of one or two 
judges. But the majority opinion, being the law decided upon, 
should read impersonally and with the force of unalterable and 
ultimate authority 

Careful perusal of the rcports of the English appellate de- 
cisions will show that judges there clearly and forcibly write 
and speak along these lines. Their decisions aptly illustrate 
these two points, i. e., the correct use of the words “judge” and 
“court.” and the authoritative and forceful use of decisive 
words without circumlocution and weakening adverbs or adjec- 
tives.—M. S. Saunders in “The Minneapolis Law Journal.” 





THE MONROE DOCTRINE. 


The questions of international and civil law involved in the 
political policy of this country known as ‘‘The Monroe Docirine” 
are an innovation upon the jurisprudence of nations, the exact 
scope of which has never yet been judicially discussed. That 
the doctrine is one which any nation has a right to establish, 
and to maintain, if it be strong enough to enforce its national 
policies, is unquestionable, but just haw far it can be made to 
come within established or acceptable rules governing the legal 
relations of nations remains to be determined either by an 
international arbitrament cr by a stern resort to arms. 

The tendency of legal thought, both in England and the 
United States, as to the origin, function and scope of the doc- 
trine. is indicated by the following discussions, taken from the 
most recent exchanges.—Ed.) 


London Law Times. 

The frequent reference to the “Monroe Doctrine” in the 
present dispute between England and the United States as to 
the determination of the frontier between British Guiana and 
the republic of Venezuela makes it desirable to examine the 
oceasion of its origin and what it really consisted of. In 1823 
Spain had for some years been engaged in a contest with her 
revolted colonies in South America, and an interference on the 
part of the allied European pawers was contemplated on behalf 
of Spain, with view to reconquest of the colonies. Both Great 
Britain and the United States protested against this inter- 
ference, and on Dec. 2 President Monroe, in his seventh annual 
message to Congress, enunciated his doctrine as follows: “In 
the wars of Eurorean vowers in mitters relating to them- 
selves we have never taken any part, nor does it comport with 
our policy to do so. It is only when our rights are invaded or 
seriously menaced that we resent injuries or make preparations 
for our defense. With the movements in this hemisphere we 
are of necessity more intimately connected, and by. causes 
which must be obvious to all enlightened and impartial observ- 
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The political system of the allied powers is essentially 
different in this respect from that of America. The difference 
proceeds from that which exists in their respective govern- 
ments. * * * We owe it, therefore, to candor, and to the 
amicable relations existing between the United States and 
those powers, to declare that we should consider any attempt 
on their part to extend their system to any portion of this hem- 
isphere as dangerous to our peace and safety.” Though sound 
as a volitical doctrine. and wise in the circumstances which 
gave rise to its enunciation, it is too vague to ibe applied as a 
rule of international law, and even as a political formula re- 
quires careful limitation to circumstances and purposes sim- 
jlar to those of its origin; while in result, as truly said by a 
writer ten years ago, it has been its fate to be “perverted at 
home and misunderstood abroad.’"’ To quote the same writer 
(“Essays on Modern International Law,” by T. J. Lawrence): 
“Just as American interference in European affairs is permis- 
sible when American interests are cleanly involved, so is Euro- 
pean interference in American affairs justifiable if definite and 
unmistakable European interests are concerned. The Monroe 
Doctrine objected to the trajection of Buropean State systems 
across the Atlantic, but it did not declare for the closure of the 
American hemisphere to European diplomacy.’ The United 
States have on several occasions interfered in the settlement of 
matters within the Eastern hemisphere, e. g., the surrender by 
Denmark of the Sound dues, the Egyptian Law of Liquidation 
in 1884. and the West African Conference at Berlin in 1885; 
but the present is not the first notable occasion upon which 
they have attempted to extend and misapply the Monroe Doc. 
trine. On the question of the Panama Canal the United States 
contended that it should be under American control, and re- 
fused to surrender this control to any European power or com- 
bination of European powers. When in 1889 there was some 
possibility of the French Government getting control, the 
United States Senate resolved that the Government of the 
United States would look with serious concern and disapproval 
upon any connection of any European Government with con- 
struction of the canal, and must regard any such connection or 
contro] as injurious to the just rights and interests of the 
United States. and a menace to their welfare. Just as Mr. 
Blaine attempted in 1SSY to wrest the doctrine beyond its 
proper scope. so now Mr. Olnev and President Cleveland are 
trying to “go one better’ by claiming that in a boundary dis- 
pute between Great Britain and an independent American re_ 
public the United States shall determine the mode in which the 
dispute shall be tried. 


We may note the following limitations to the doctrine in its 
relation to Great Britain and the present dispute: (1) It isa 
mere doctrine or political formula, and not a rule of interna- 
tional law. We have Calvo’s authority for this, and even 
Wharton admits it. (2) Great Britain is itself an American 
power. What of Canada, Jamaica, Trinidad, British Honduras 
or British Guiana? (3) The doctrine was ¢cirected against the 
introduction of European “political systems” into America. 
Neither the making or control of a canal, nor the method of 
settling a boundary dispute with another American State, is 
the introduction of a “European political system.” 


Writers on international law thhave given ample warnings 
against the interference by one State in the affairs of others, 
except upon well-defined and recognized grounds, and the Mon- 
roe Doctrine. even vrhere applicable, can scarcely be regarded 
as embodying sach a ground. As Sir William Harcourt has 
forcibly said of intervention in his “Letters of Historicus:” 
“It is a high and summary procedure, which may sometimes 
snatch a remedy beyond the reach of law. Nevertheless, it 
must be admitted that in the case of intervention, as in that of 
revolution. its essence is illegality, and its justification is its 
success. Of all things at once the most unjustifiable and the 
most impolitic is an unzuccessful intervention.” 


(London Law Journal.) 


The vicissitudes of dogma might form an interesting series 
of chapters on the history of international law. Of these chap- 
ters the one which dealt with the bewildering transformations 
of the Monroe Doctrine could not fail to be instructive. This at 
the time of its pronouncement comparatively harmless and 
éven necessary expression of opinion on the part of one Amer- 
ican Government has been expanded by the efforts of a series 
of American Secretaries of ‘State so as to be put forward as an 
excuse for claiming a veritable supremacy in the affairs of the 
Western hemisphere. There is a certain irony in the fact that 
it was the British Government which suggested to President 
Monroe his cautiously worded protest against any interference 
by the Holy Alliance to suppress the new Spanish-American re- 
Publics. Now it is against the British Government that a sur- 
prising transformation of this opinion is attempted to be en- 
forced. 

When after Waterloo the Czar Alexander conceived the idea 
of restoring absolutist principles in Europe, and formed for that 
Purpose his ill-omened Holy Alliance, the British Government, 
which had borne the brunt of the wars against Bonaparte, ut- 
terly declined to take part in the new propaganda of “sound 
Principles of government.” Several congresses of the Great 

‘rs were. however. held. and the affairs of various Euro. 
pean States were interfered with for the avowed purpose of 
testoring arbitrary rule. At the Congress of Verona it was 
actually proposed that force of arms should be resorted to in 
fespect of the’ revolted colonies of Spain. Not content with 
Protesting, the British Government svggested to the United 





States Ambassador that the British opposition should be sup- 
ported by a United States protest. Adopting this suggestion, 
President Monroe issued his famous message. 

The restrained language of the first edition of the Monroe 
“Doctrine” gave little presage of its future fame. President 
Monroe declared. first, that America was no longer to be looked 
upon as a field for European colonization; and, secondly, that 
the Great Powers of Europe should not pursue the project then 
attributed to them of extending their political systems to Amer- 
ica. or of endeavoring to control the political conditions of the 
American colonies which had recently declared their indepen- 
dence. This was, on the face of it, nothing more than an 
American reiteration of the protest already raised by the Brit- 
ish Government against the absolutist propaganda of the Holy 
Alliance, and their intention, wholly or partially formed, to re. 
duce to subjection the revolted Spanish colonies. 

Even in this much milder form it is essential to remember 
that the Monrose Doctrine has never been accepted either by 
a congress of the Great Powers or by any one of these Powers 
individually. It remains, what it always has been, a mere ex- 
pression of a policy which the United States Government set 
itself to further. As the Prime Minister has pointed out, the 
doctrine is no part of the law of nations. What is President 
Cleveland’s reply? An extraordinary attempt to show that it 
is a part of international law by a process of reasoning that 
seems hardly to invite refutation. The Monroe Doctrine, says 
the President, is based on the just rights and claims of the 
United States. Every just right and claim is a portion of in- 
ternational law. Therefore, the Monroe Doctrine is.a part of 
international law. The patent absurdity of this method of ar- 
gument is its best refutation. International law—that is. the 
custom of civilized States—is the standard by which national 
claims are judged, and decided whether they are right or not. 
Again, the “balance of power” appears to the United States 
President as a fit parallel to the unilateral expression of United 
States policy. A much closer one would be the claim of Russia— 
never acknowledged by Purope—to the possession of Constan- 
tinople and the heritage of the Greek Emperor. 


It is. however, the development which the last fifteen years 
has imported into the Monroe Doctrine which seriously threat. 
ens the peace of the world. The first expression is to be found 
in the dispatches of Secretary Blaine in 1882, claiming United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the Panama Canal when 
completed. The British Foreign Office presented a firm front 
to an aggression which disregarded the treaty rights of the 
British under the Clayton-Bulwer Treaty of 1850, as well as 
the treaty rights of France under its compact with the Colom- 
bian Government. Last year we had “America for the Amer- 
icans” put forward as an excuse for repudiating joint British 
British control over the Nicaragua Canal, and the Monroe Dec- 
trine was carried further. Now the Monroe Doctrine, under 
the manipulation of Secretary Olney, is expanded into a claim 
that the United States can insist on any European Power 
which has a territorial dispute with any American State sub- 
mitting the same to arbitration. Last of all, President Cleve- 
land’s astounding message invoking the Monroe Doctrine as up- 
holding the position that the United States Government is to 
constitute itself, without the consent of the European power, ar- 
bitrator, and to carry out its decrees by force of arms. It is 
impossible for the British Government to submit to such pre- 
tensions. 


Law Student’s Helper. 


The present state of affairs in the Venezuelan question has 
robbed the question of the applicability of the Monroe Doctrine 
to that question of its importance, but it has not robbed a cor- 
rect understanding of that doctrine of its interest. Indeed, it is 
manifest that a doctrine which awakens so much attention and 
feeling cannot safely be misunderstood. 

To correctly understand the rule we must understand the 
reason and purpose of its being, and these can be determined 
only by the evidence of history and a study of the events which 
provoked President Monroe’s declaration. The Monroe Doc- 
trine is found in two statements in President Monroe’s message 
to Congress in 1823, the two sections relating, however, to en- 
tirely different matters. 

The ownership of the northwestern portion of North Ameri- 
ca had not been definitely divided between Russia, England 
and the United States, and Russia had issued a ukase laying 
claim to territory which would comprise about half of what is 
now the Dominion of Canada. Against this England naturally 
protested, and the ideas which took shape in that portion of 
the message generally called the Monroe Doctrine actuated our 
Government to protest, the President’s remarks upon the sub- 
ject ending with the following statement: “In the discussions 
to which this interest has given rise, and in the arrangements 
by which they may terminate, the occasion has been judged 
proper for asserting, as a principle in which the rights and in- 
terests of the United States are involved, that the American 
continents by the free and independent action which they have 
assumed and maintained, are henceforth not to be considered 
as subjects for future colonization by any European powers.” 

As to the other statements of the doctrine, every student of 
history will remember that upon the fall of Napoleon there was 
formed in Europe an alliance between the powers of Russia, 
Prussia, Austria and France, which was erroneously named 
“The Holy Alliance,” and is so spoken of in history. The pur- 
pose of this alliance was the propagation and furtherance of 
monarchical principles and government with the avowed object 
of maintaining the peace and stability of Europe. England 








62 


THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 








for a time seemed about to enter the alliance, but under the 
influence of George Canning she finally held aloof from the 
continental entanglement. History had already shown us that 
if we wished to maintain peace and quiet in our foreign rela- 
tions we must take no part whatever in European politics. It 
seemed equally clear, however, that the same considerations 
compelled us to assume and maintain a dominant position in 
the politics of the Western Hemisphere, though not to the de- 
gree of interference even here with matters which did not 
threaten our own peace and safety. 

The Spanish colonies in America had by a_ revolution 
thrown off the yoke. Their independence, however, had not 
been acknowledged by any country. England had obtained 
great commercial influence and advantage in these colonies over 
other European countries, which she was in no wise willing to 
- lose. The Holy Alliance, in the furtherance of its monarchical 
propaganda, threatened to take a hand in American politics 
and restore to Ferdinand of Spain the colonies which had suc- 
cessfully revolted against him. England’s trade interests and 
our political interests very nearly induced England and this 
country to join in a protest against any interference in Ameri. 
can affairs by the Holy Alliance, and our protest was made at 
the suggestion of the British Premier, though certain considera. 
tions made it appear advantageous that the two countries 
should not make a joint protest. President Monroe, therefore, in 
his message to Congress, stated our position as follows: 

“In the wars of the European powers, in matters relating to 
themselves, we have never taken any part, nor does it comport 
with our policy so to do. It is only when our rights are invaded 
or seriously menaced that we resent injuries or make prepara- 
tion for our defense. With the movements in this hemisphere 
we are, of necessity, more immediately connected, and by 
causes which must be obvious to all enlightened and impartial 
observers. The political system of the allied powers is esen- 
tially different in this respect from that of America. This dir- 
ference proceeds from that which exists in their respective gov- 
ernments. And to the defense of our own, which has been 
achieved by the loss of so much blood and treasure, and ma- 
tured by the wisdom of their most enlightened citizens, and 
under which we have enjoyed exampled felicity, the whole na- 
tion is devoted. We owe it, therefore, to candor and to the 
amicable relations existing between the United States and these 
powers, to declare that we should consider any attempt on their 
part to extend their system to any portion of this hemisphere 
as dangerous to our peace and safety. With the existing col- 
onies or dependencies of any European power we have not in- 
terfered and shall not interfere; but with the governments who 
have declared their independence and maintained it, and whose 
independence we have on great consideration and on just prin- 
ciples acknowledged, we could not view any interposition for 
the purpose of opposing them, or controlling in any other man- 
ner their destiny, by any European power, in any other light 
than as the manifestation of an unfriendly disposition toward 
the United States.” 

It is to be observed that the underlying principle of this 
entire declaration is the principle of self-defense. The doctrine 
is a doctrine of defense, not of defiance. It is a doctrine which 
we are to use as a shield, not as a sword. It contemplates in- 
terference only in matters which “endanger our peace and 
safety.” It lays down a principle which must be a fundamental 
principle of our governmental policy. 

The Monroe Doctrine is now objected to by its critics both 
in this country and abroad on the ground that it is not a tenet 
of international law. Strictly speaking this is probably true, 
but no rule of international law is better settled than that a 
nation has a right to interfere whenever the acts or territorial 
acquisitions of another threaten its peace and safety. Interna- 
tional law, therefore, gives us certain rights, and the Monroe 
Doctrine is merely notice to the world that in certain cases we 
will assert those rights. It is claimed, too, that, as the state 
of affairs in this hemisphere is now radically different from the 
state of affairs at the time President Monroe laid down his 
declaration, the Monroe Doctrine has passed away, following 
the maxim that, when the reason for a rule ceases, the rule 
itself must also cease. This reasoning is certainly open to 
question, for the fact that a state of affairs to which a rule or 
principal of law has once been applied has’passed away has 
never been considered a reason for not applying that principle 
to anothe state of facts to which it is applicable, for it is only 
by chance that any future instance will be like any one which 
has gone before. 

The questicn in all cases, therefore, is, Does the act to 
which we object threaten our peace and safety, for the Monroe 
Doctrine is defensible only as a doctrine of self-defense. The 
doctrine, strictly, however, is intended as a protest against the 
meddling of European powers when it is such as tends to con- 
trol the political affairs of American powers or is designed to 
extend to the new world the political systems and institutions 
of the old. It declares that the people of the United States op- 
pose the creation of European dominion on American soil, and 
that they oppose the transfer of the political sovereignty of the 
American powers to European powers, and that any attempt to 
ae things will be regarded as “dangerous to our peace and 
safety.”’ 

The doctrine does not commit us to the protection of the 
South American powers nor to an intervention in the affairs 
of South America, however disastrous they may be to South 
American nations, which do not threaten our own peace and 
safety. It is not a doctrine of political philanthropy. It is 
urged that this doctrine does not commit us and that our in- 
terests do not lead us to take part in any boundary dispute. 
That may be true, but in the present instance our Government 
considers that the territory which Great Britain seeks to ac- 
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quire, being equal in extent to the State of New York, rises 
above the dignity of a mere boundary dispute, and amounts tg 
a matter of conquest and the extension of their system of goy. 
ernment to a portion of this continent, against which the doe. 
trine certainly is directed. That the doctrine has never beep 
formally adopted by Congress is immaterial. Congress hag 
never denied it, and the sovereigns of this country, viz., the peo. 
ple, have tacitly accepted it and acted upon it for seventy years 
Three resolutions favoring the adoption of the Monroe Doctrine 
have been defeated in Congress, it is true, but these resolutions 
favored its application to particular states of facts and not as 
a general principle of our foreign policy. In defeating those 
resolutions Congress said that the doctrine did not apply to 
those cases, but not that the doctrine was not a doctrine op 
principle of American foreign policy. 

It is true that we are stronger now than when the Monroe 
Doctrine was announced, so that at first thought it may no 
seem so dangerous to us to allow European governments to get 
new footholds or extend their old footholds on this continent, 
but it may be said that ‘“‘the mischiefs to be apprehended from 
such a source are none the less real because not immediately im. 
minent in any specific case.” 
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Address delivered by Lord Russell of Killowea, Lord Chief 
Justice of England, before the Council of Legal Education 
London: 

I appear before you this evening in response to the invita. 
tion of the Council of Legal Education, to address you upon 
the subject of legal education. I felt honored by that invita- 
tion, but I confess it was not without misgiving that I ac- 
cepted it. I felt—and I feel—how much more worthily this 
place would have been occupied by that distinguished judge, 
Lord Justice Lindley, who, as chairnan of the Council for 
some five years, has, with the loyal co-operation of his col- 
leagues, acting. under difficult conditions, done much to im- 
prove our system of legal education. For myself I have no 
such services to point to. It is one of the many drawbacks 
of a busy professional life that, however great one’s interest 
in such a subject may be, and however strong one’s views, the 
time necessary to manifest usefully the one, or to give practi- 
cal effect to the other, is not available. 

I propose to myself to-night but one object, and that is to 
endeavor to give what I conceive to be a much-needed stimu- 
lus to the cause of legal education. With that object in view 
I shall ask you to follow me while, with needful brevity, I con- 
sider—(1) The past history of legal education in England; (2) 
its present state; (3) its state in other countries; and, finally 
(4), the shortcomings in our present system, and how those 
shortcomings may best be remedied and a system of legal 
education established on a broad and enlightened basis. 

One wod I musi premise. I speak here in no representa- 
tive character. I have no mandate from the benches of my 
own Inn of Court—Lincoln’s inn—nor from any other body of 
men. I speak with no other weight or authority than may 
properly belong to the merits of what I say. But I would 
fain hope that in this hall, and in @ wider circle outside it, I 
shall find responsive echoes, and ‘that, as the result, the effort 
may once more be made, and this time successfully made, to 
establish what Westbury and Selborne hoped and worked for, 
namely, a great school of law fit to interpret and to teach, to 
this and to future generations, the noblest system of law 
which, take it for all in all, the world has known. 

In speaking of our law I would avoid, on the one hand, the 
undiscriminating praise of Blackstone, and, on the other, the 
uncompromising censure of Bentham. Our law is no doubt 
unsystematic in its character; it is labyrinthine; it is disfigured 
by crudities, which it is gradually rejecting; it is insular, and 
therein lie at once its weakness and its strength. But its faults 
are faults of form and method rather than of substance. It 
bears the marks of its netive origin. It is not a system fash- 
ioned by the great minds of one day or generation. Its growth, 
like that of our Constitution, has been slow. It is instinct 
with the genius and peculiarities of the mixed race from 
which it has sprung. It is elastic in its character, and it 
follows, slowly indeed, but surely, the needs of society, always 
changing and always progressive—bringing ftself more and 
more closely in accord with the social, political and moral 
sentiments of the community. 

To-day we stand, as it were, on the banks of a river of 
mighty volume, which, swollen by many tributary streams, 
taking their rise from many different sources, spreads fertility 
in its stately and beneficent course. Our law has for its 
foundations equity and utility—the only foundations on which, 
as Edmund Burke well says, law can fitly rest. 

In the historical portion of my address I avail myself of 
the evidence given before the Gresham Commission of 1892, 
and particularly of that of my friend, Mr. Montague Crackan- 
thorpe, who has been so earnest and steadfast an advocate of 
improvement in our legal edcuational system, but whose voice 
has so often been as the voice of one crying in the wilderness. 
I do not approach the subject exclusively from the standpoint 
of the professional lawyer. Some training in law ought to be 
part of a liberal education. “‘Every man is supposed to know 
the law” expresses a legal presumption, and is one of those 
legal fictions which Sir Henry Maine says play so important 
a part in our legal history. The wisdom of ithe Councillors of 
the Stuart times prompted the passing of a law compelling the 
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a course of legal training to fit them for the due discharge of 
the duties appertaining to their station. 

To-day all classes and all grades of society have the same 
need. The wisdom of Parliament has widened the area, not 
only of the rights, but also of the duties of citizenship. It is 
nardly exaggeration to say that every citizen, from the hum- 
plest to the highest, has his share in the government of his 
country. 

It is, therefore, not alone professional lawyers, nor legisla- 
tors, nor justices of the peace, mor sons of nobles, who take 
part in the actual government of the country, and therefore 
consequently require to know something of its laws. The need 
extends to all classes. It includes the unambitious, but never- 
theless important, roles of municipal councillors, county coun- 
cillors, school board members, parish councillors and the rest. 
It extends also to our diplomatic and consular services. 

Bentham described the state of our laws in his day as 
chaotic, and although his teaching (with that of others) has 
done something toward its improvement, much is still needed 
to simplify and systematize it. The value of his teaching, as 
js so often the case, was but tardily 1ecognized. and it is some- 
what curious that many of his works were first published in a 
foreign tongue and in a foreign country. . 

I, for one, am strongly convinced that there is no factor 
which will prove so petent for. the simplification and the sys- 
tematization of our law as its scientific teaching in a great 
school of law which shall be open to all who desire to avail 
themselves of it, but whose curriculum shall be framed mainly 
with a view to those who propose 'to follow the law as a pro- 
fession in one or other of its ‘branches. 

PAST HISTORY OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 

[ recur to the points on which I desire to dwell; and first a 
few words about the past history of legal education. Need I 
say that that history means in effect the history of the Inns of 
Court? I propose to speak on this point with marked brevity 
of the period up to 1846, when the report of a Committee of 
the House of Commens did much to rouse tthe Inns of Court 
and the profession from the lethargy in which they had long 
lain. 

It is impossible to speak of the Inns of Court without emo- 
tion. They are unique in the history of the world. They are pri- 
vate incorporatory associations, and, except for such difference 
as the confirmatory charter of James I. may have made in 
the case of the Temple Inns, they hold their property on no 
express trust, and, probably, on no enforceable implied trust. 
Yet, during their venerable history, they have, now with 
greater, now with less, zeal, fostered legal education; and 
further, they have, by their disciplinary authority, uniformly 
upheld a high standard of professional conduct. If they had 
done nothing but this last, the world would be largely their 
debtors. 

What a suggestive history is theirs! What an illustrious 
roll of men they have sent forth to add to the wisdom and to 
the literary and scientific wealth of the world—statesmen, poets, 
philosophers, jurists, advocates and judges! Their history 
sends us back to the thirteenth century, when our Constitution 
was still crude and unformed. They were when the New 
Worlds were not within our ken. They have seen the advent 
of those New Worlds, and the social and political transforma- 
tion of the Old. They have witnessed the long struggle for, and 
the final attainment of constitutional freedom which ‘the labors 
of their children did much to secure. 

But if it be charged against the Inns of Court that they 
have in great mesure been stationary, while society in its 
progression has been giving birth to fresh needs—that they 
have been slow to follow in paths along which they ought to 
have led—that in the matter of legal education they have not 
acted up to the full measure of their opportunity and their 
responsibility, I think that by no candid judge can they be 
assoilzied from these charges. I speak not of the calling and 
disbarring powers of the Inns of Court; that would be foreign 
to the subject in hand. It is enough to say that these weighty 
powers have been exercised with a single view to the interests 
of the public and the profession. 

A brief glance at the character of the legal instruction 
given in the Inns will suffice. Originally “inns,” in the literal 
sense of lodging and boarding their students, they imparted 
legal instruction in lectures and in “moots” and like exercises; 
the greater part of study, however, being done, as must al- 
ways be the case, by the student in his own chamber. 

Fortescue, in the forty-ninth chapter of “De Laudibus”’ 
(which chapter has, however, been attacked as apocryphal), is 
represented as writing thus: “There is both in the Inns of Court 
and the Inns of Chancery a sort of an academy or gymnasium 
fit for persons of station, where ‘they learn singing and all 
kinds of music, dancing and such other accomplishments and 
diversions (which are called revels) as are suitable to their 
quality, and such as are usually practiced at Court. At other 
times, out of ‘term, the greater part apply themselves to the 
Study of the law. Upon festival days, and after the offices of the 
Church are over, they employ themselves in the study of sacred 
and profane history. Here everything which is good and 
Virtuous is to be learned. All vice is discouraged and banished, 
80 that knights, barons and the grce'test nobility of the king- 
dom often place their chiluren in those Inns of Court,not so much 
to make the laws their study, much less to live by the profes- 
sion (having larze patrimonies of their own), but to form their 
manners and ‘to preserve them from the contagion of vice.”’ 

I will not stop to inquire how far this pleasing picture can 
be historically justified. One thing is clear, that again and 
again earnest Men in the profession of the aw lamented the 





deficiencies of the Inns of Court as legal seminaries. Bacon, 
Lord Verulam, is loud in his lamentation at the absence of what 
he calls a “legal university” in London, “which shall impart 
legal knowledge and befit men for public life.” Meanwhile, in 
the universities, the study of law, except the Canon Law, was 
neglected. Chroniclers agree that the period from the sixteenth 
to the eighteenth century was marked by apathy in the Inns of 
Court; that legal instruction and legal learning were, on the 
whole, at a low ebb; and, co-incident with that apathy, and in 
part, probably, because of it, arose that system of special 
pleading, the painful record of whose subtleties fill many vol- 
umes of laborious law reports. 

I do not wish to be misunderstood. In its original concep- 
tion, special pleading was sound. It radically meant nothing 
more than this—that the essential conditions, on which a claim 
was based or the answer to that claim rested, should be clearly 
stated without redundancy. But that object was soon overlaid 
by a mass of technicality in which, as has been well said, the 
science of statement was made to appear mo.e important than 
the substance of the right. In our civil suits this system has 
gone by the board, but its spirit still survives in our criminal 
procedure. In our civil procedure, the enemy against which we 
have now to guard is not over-technicality, but redundancy and 
prolix statemert, often of immaterial matter. 


PRESENT STATE OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 


I pass to the consideration of the present state of legal edu- 
cation. I start from the report of the Commons Committee, 
1846, already referred to. One of the principal witnesses exam- 
ined by it was Mr. Richard Bethell, afterward Lord Westbury, 
and it is significant of the conservative spirit of the age and of 
the profession (I am speaking in no political sense) that, al- 
though that report is now nearly half a century old, we have 
to-day to deplore a stat2 of things as existing now which in 
large measure existed then. The action of the other branch of 
the profession of the law had done something to quicken the 
public conscience, 

In 1832 the charter of the Incorporated Law Society had 
been obtainei, and the body of solicitors had aimed at insuring 
adequate legal education for those who desired to be enrolled 
as solicitors. Since 1836 a satisfactory public examination has 
been a condition precedent to admission as a solicitor, but it 
was not until 1872 that a similar rule came into existence for 
aspirants to the bar. In 1833 some of the Inns appointed read- 
ers or lecturers in law, but the students of Lincoln’s Inn could 
not attend the lectures at the Temple, nor Temple students the 
lectures at Lincoln’s Inn. There was no concert between the 
Inns, and therefore no system of education for the profession 
as a whole. 

The report of the committee of 1846 is a scathing condemna- 
tion of the then state of things. ‘The committee arrived at sev- 
eral important conciusions. It resolved that no legal education 
worthy of the name. of a public nature, was then to be had. 
[t called attention to the striking contrast in this regard be- 
tween England and the more civilized States of Europe and 
America. It pointed out that, among other consequences of 
the want of scientific legal education, this country was deprived 
of a most important class, ‘“‘the legists or jurists of the Conti- 
nent, men who, unembarrassed by the small practical interests 
of the profession, are enabled to apply themselves exclusively 
to law, as to a science, and to claim by their writings and de- 
cisions the reverence of their profession, not in one country only, 
but In all where such laws are administered.” It pointed out 
that the legal education of the Continent is conducted in con- 
nection with the universities, in which jurisprudence often 
forms the chief faculty, and that, through the legal faculty, 
supplied with numerous courses and tested by efficient exam- 
inations, not only the future lawyer, jurist civilian and solic- 
itor, but the future diplomat and official must necessarily pass. 
It declared that a system of legal education ought to compre- 
hend and to meet the wants, not only of the professional, but 
also of the unprofessional student, and that, for the purposes 
of a comprehensive system, the four Inns of Court should be 
constituted an aggregate of colleges or Law University. 

The final resolution of the committee contains a covert 
threat that if the Inns failed voluntarily to take the iniative in 
the suggested direction, recourse should be had to a Royal Com- 
mission, with a view of compellirg them. The report besides 
contains much valuable matter as to what ought to be the 
scope and character of the system of legal education to be pur- 
sued 

The single net result of this report was the formation, in 
1852, of a standing council of eight Benchers, representing all 
the Inns, to frame a scheme of lectures open to the members of 
each of the Inns. This standing council was the germ of the 
Council of Legal Education. Subsequently, five readerships 
were instituted, viz., in Jurisprudence and Roman Law. Real 
Property, Common Law, Equity and in Constitutional Law and 
Legal History. This was undoubtedly a step in the right direc- 
tion. 

It was in this state of things that I made my way to the 
bar, and I recall with gratitude the benefit I derived, especially 
from the lectures in Jurisprudence and Roman Law of the late 
Sir Henry Maine, and in Equity of the late Mr. Birkbeck. But 
still there was no guarantee of competent legal learning as a 
preliminary to call. The student had his choice either (1) to 
pass an exantination, or (2) 'to attend for one year two sets of 
the lectures, or (3) attend for a like period in a barrister’s, 
pleader’s or conveyancer’s chambers. 

I will not stop to point out how slight was the evidence of 
competent knowledge which any of these tests afforded, and 
how illusory were the last two. It was the taunt leveled at the 
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bar that, while in other professions and in handicrafts long 
service and special preparation were considered necessary as a 
guarantee of fitness, there was no such safeguard in the case 
of the bar. The taunt was the harder to bear because it was 


based on truth. It was said that a man had only to “eat his 
way” to the bar, which was a contemptuous mode of condemn- 
ing the requirement of keeping term by dining in hall. I do 
not join in that condemnation. I maintain that the requirement 
is wise and useful, but it must not stand alore. Just as much 
of the advantage of university life springs from the association 
of students in their studies and sports, so the meeting in hall, 
for even the commonplace purpose of dining, has its direct ad- 
vantages. Friendships are formed, schemes of mutual encour- 
agement in study are set on foot, a spirit of emulation is culti- 
vated, a feeling of good fellowship springs up, the rough edges 
are smoothed off, and a standard of manners and of conduct 
attained, which, fashioned by the students in the aggregate, 
will generally be found to be higher than in the average indi- 
vidual. A disciplinary force is also thus brought into action 
which lasts during professional life. 

I do not hesitate to say that to the association which so 
largely prevails among us are in great measure to be attributed 
in the first place the honorable character which the bar as a 
whole has always maintaired, and, in the second place, the fact 
that, although our profession is one in which men are brought 
into close and severe personal competition, there is a marked 
absence of jealousy and ill-will among us, and a generous ap- 
preciation of men according to their deserts. 

In 1855 a Royal Commission was appointed “to inquire into 
the arrangements of the Inns of Court for promoting the study 
of the law and jurisprudence, the revenues properly applicable, 
and the means most likely to secure systematic and sound edu- 
cation for students of law, and to provide satisfactory teets for 
fitness for admission to the bar.” Among the commissioners 
avere Sir William Page Wood, afterward Lord Hatherley; Mr. 
Justice Coleridge, Sir Alexander Cockburn (then Attorney-Gen- 
eral) and Sir Rickard Bethell (then Solicitor-General). 


The character of their inquiry and their report is like that 
of the Committee of 1846, already dealt with. It condemns the 
existing state of things, and recommends the formation of the 
four Inns of Court into a Legal University, with power of con- 
ferring degrees in law; and that the necessary funds for carry- 
ing out the scheme of education shall be provided by the Inns 
of Court. It lays down the necessity for a preliminary exam- 
ination of candidates before admission as students at the Inns, 
and of an examination before call to the bar. The Inns of Court 
acted promptly upon the suggestion as to the preliminary ex- 
amination, but the final or test examination was not adopted, 
as I have already said, till 1872. 

The movement inaugurated by the late Mr. Jevons, Solicitor 
of Liverpool, in 1868, taken up by Sir Roundell Palmer, and 
followed by a resolution debated in the Commons in 1872, af- 
firming the necessity for the establishment of a Law School, 
followed in turn ty Sir Roundell Palmer’s (then Lord Sel- 
borne) bill of 1877 with that object, which obtained a second 
reading in the House of Lords—all these events passed lightly 
over the heads of the Benchers. They had, however, ulti- 
mately some definite and important results. Time does not 
permit, nor is it necessary, that I should trace chronologically 
and in detail the gradual evolution of the Consolidated Regu- 
tations until finally they attained their present character. 

However much we may 'think that we are still far off a sys- 
tem of legal training worthy of the name, we should indeed be 
ungrateful if we did not recognize the progress made in face of 
difficulties and opposition almost incomprehensible. It will 
suffice to summarize the results. They were these: l. An of- 
ficial examination before call is made compulsory. Z. The Coun- 
cil of Legal Education is increased to twemty members. 3. Its 
powers are enlarged. 4. A Board of Studies formed by it de- 
votes much pains to the character of the lectures and of the 
examinations. 5. Tke public are in future to be admitted to the 
lectures; and 6. in addition to the ordinary tecturers and as- 
sistant lecturers, the: Council may arrange for special lectures 
by special lecturers. The enlargement of the powers of the Coun- 
cil and ‘the securing admission of the public to the lectures 
are important recent gains, and are due to the strenuous efforts 
of the present members of the Council of Legal Education. 


I am glad to know that, at the instance of the Council, Mr. 
William Willis, Q. C., has undertaken to deliver six lectures on 
the “Law of Negotiable Instruments.” I hope other distin- 
guished members of the profession will follow this example. I 
hope also that the judges will not forget that Story and Kem 
found it possible to instruct the world by ‘their learning even 
while discharging the onerous duties of the judicial office. 

Before I pass from this subject I desire to state what is the 
actual instruction now offered, and what is the actual test of 
fitness before call to the bar under the existing system. I re- 
serve till a later moment some criticism on both these points. 
According to the existing regulations, the curriculum embraces 
Roman Law and Jurisprudence, International Law, Constitu- 
tional Law and Legal History, and English Law (including 
Equity) in all its branches. There is a staff of readers and as- 
sistant readers, the readers being appointed for three years and 
the assistant readers on terms left to the discretion of the 
Council. The lectures and classes are carried on throughout 
the year, except during vacations. There are four examina- 
tions for call 'to the bar in each year, and each person must 
pass a satisfactory examination in Roman Law and Constitu- 
tional Law and Legal History, and in English Law, including 
Equity; but the Council may accept as an equivalent for the 
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an in Roman Law certain university degrees and tes- 
amurs. 

I think that the curriculum here shadowed forth is suf- 
ficiently comprehensive, and that if really studied and mastered 
it would adequately equip the law student for the grave respon- 
sibilities of professional life. But is there any guarantee that 
it is studied and mastered? I shall later recur to ‘this matter; 
but, first, I turn to the third head of my subject, viz., the state 
of legal education in other countries. 


STATE OF LEGAL EDUCATION IN OTHER COUNTRIBS, 

Time compels me to make the briefest reference to Euro- 
pean systems. In the collegiate and university system of Eu- 
rope law holds a much more important place than with us, and 
the Professor of Law, who is also generally the text writer and 
jurist, holds—and rightly—a much higher position. 

In France there are eleven seats of faculties of law, and be- 
fore joining the law school each student must obtain the degree 
ef Bachelier es Lettres. To become qualified as an Avocat he 
must be a Licentiate of Law, and this involves an attendance 
at law lectures for two years or more, and the passing during 
this course of several examinations. The range of subjects ts 
wide, and includes the study of law scientifically and histor- 
ically treated, as well as law for practical professional uses. 

In Germany the law student requires, as a preliminary to 
admission as a student, a certificate of proficiency in classical] 
and modern literature and in mathematics. In general, at- 
tendance at the law lectures of university professors is ob- 
ligatory. In Berlin the curriculum extends over some three 
years, and applies to as many as sixteen legal subjects, or sub- 
jects cognate to law. In a word, these foreign systems show 
that the teaching of law on a comprehensive and scientific 
system is regarded as a matter that concerns the State. It is, 
therefore, carried on under public responsible authority, princi- 
pally in connection with the universities. Cogent proof also is 
required that the man who proposes to practice the law as a 
profession shall be adequately equipped for the duty. 

I turn to the state of things in the great Western Republic, 
where our own system of law largely prevalls, expanded and 
modified to meet the existing conditions of society. Sir Fred- 
erick Pollock, writing in the Law Quarterly Review of 18%2, 
speaking of the impovements then contemplated by the Inns of 
Court, and now carried out by the Council of Legal Education, 
says that, “if worked with zeal and intelligence, the Inns of 
Court may, possibly, within a few years be not much inferior 
as a centre of legal instruction to an average second-rate Amer- 
ican law school.” He is no mean authority upon the subject. 

The general system in the United States may be described 
briefly thus: The law student is required to spend from eigh- 
teen months to two years—sometimes more—in a law school 
before applying himself to the actual practical work of the pro- 
fession in solicitors’ chambers. That period is passed in the 
learning of law, historically and scientifically cénsidered. Prof. 
Elliot, of Harvard University, writing in the American Law 
Revie.v, speaks of the revolution in legal education effected in 
recent years; how the old system of sending students to cham- 
bers before they knew anything of the history and principles 
of law had been completely discarded, and with the best results, 
and previous systematic teaching in the law schools had taken 
its place. 

According to the report of the American Bar Association for 
1894 (these annual reports afford much instructive reading) 
there were then existing in the United States seventy-two law 
schools, attended by 7,600 law students. In such schools there 
were engaged altogether some 500 professors, whose business 
is the teaching or law. The schools are for the most part in 
connection with universities, but it is to be noted that, although 
this is so, the majority of students do not, in fact, obtain uni- 
versity degrees. The percentage of students who have such 
a degree varies from 76 per cent., in ‘the case of Harvard stu- 
dents, to 17 per cent., in the case of students of the Columbian 
University. The range of subjects is comprehensive, and peri- 
odical examinations take place in class throughout the cours. 
The system of teaching itself is largely catechetical. There 
are constant moots ur exercises. The professor is always at 
hand to give advice and assistance. Cases are argued by the stu- 
dents, the professor acting as judge, and care is taken that the 
student shall really appreciate the matters discussed by having 
brought before him and placed in his hands, in class, specimens 
of actual instruments, leases, contracts, policies of insurance, 
pleadings, and the like, so that he reaches, in a way in which 
he is likely to keep hold of it, the principle sought to be deduced 
from the concrete illustration given. 

I observe, also, as a matter of interest, that the bar asso- 
ciation, which annually meets in one or other of the States to 
discuss matters affecting the bar, the judiciary and the legis- 
lation of the country, has appointed a section called the “Legal 
Education Section,” which charges itself with the discussion of 
all matters affecting that important subject. With all this care 
and zeal, I note that the need of further improvement is still 
urgently pressed. 

Enough has, I think, now been said by me to show that we 
must bestir ourselves if we are, in ‘this country, to keep our 
proper place in the march of educational progress. 

DEFECTS IN OUR SYSTEM OF LEGAL TRAINING. 

I now come to the concluding head of my subject—namely, 
What are the shortcomings of our system of legal training, and 
how can these shortcomings be remedied? 


But here it will be said, “Why should we trouble ourselves‘ 
You admit that our system is better to-day than in former 
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times, yet in the worst times we have had at least a reasonably 
ood Bar and a reasonably good judiciary.” 

I would say in answer that the same objection could be 
made, and indeed has been made, when in the past history of 
reform and progress and change was advocated. It is true we 
have had a good Bar and a good judiciary, but we have had 
these, not because, but in spite of our system of legal education. 
A better system will not make our Bar less able or our Bench 
jess learned. Considered as a profession merely to deal with the 
litigation of the country, the Bar has always been competent 
for that task. As the Bar is, so is the Bench, which is recruited 
from the Bar. But surely we should aim at a higher ideal than 
this for the Bar and Bench of England. 

Have we ever considered how small a part that Bar and 
Bench play in the field of jurisprudence and legal literature? 
Except in the United States, there are few of our text-writers 
known, and even in the United States the number is becoming 
jess and less, as authors of native growth spring up; and few 
even of the greatest judgments of our most distinguished judges 
are to-day cited in any legal forum but our own. I know 
that this, in part, is accounted for by what I have already de- 
scribed as the insular character of our law; but this is not an 
explanation of the whole case. 

What are our treatises and text-books? 
ments of counsel? And, 
our judges? Are they 


What are the argu- 
indeed, what are the judgments of 
much more than a nice discrimination 
of decided cases? 1 am speaking, I need not say, of the rule 
to which there are exceptions. I firmly believe that much 
of this is attributable to the absence, through succeeding gen- 
erations of lawyers, of a comprehensive and scientific system 
for the teaching of law. Nor do the effects of our want of 
systematic teaching end with the Bench, Bar and text-writer; 
their effects are also, I firmly believe, to be traced in the 
unmethodical, unsystematic character of our legislation. But 
can it even be safely predicated of our present system that 
the test examinations, under the improved regulations, supply 
any guarantee of competent knowledge? 

I have admitted that mastery of the subjects in the curri- 
culum would be adequate equipment for the Bar. But are the 
subjects mastered? Are they digested and understood by the 
students, or, is it not the fact that students with but slight 
and superficial knowledge of the subjects dealt with are able, 
with the crammer’s assistance, to answer a fair proportion 
of the questions put? Questions which, through a long series 
of years, bear a strong family resemblance one to another. 
Do we quite realize what ought to be implied in the possessor 
of the status of barrister? “Barrister learned in the law.” 
Can we truly say that a tithe of the students who attain pass 
certificates deserve that honorable description? 

From inquiry I have made, I have reluctantly come to the 
conclusion that, with all the care taken, the examinations are 
such as can be satisfactorily passed without any prolonged 
study, and without any real learning, under the guidance, for a 
comparatively short period, of the skilled crammer. 

I will give two illustrations of cases, the facts and circum- 
stances of which I have taken the trouble carefully to verify. 

One relates to the state of things prior to December, 1894, 
when certain alterations were made with a view to greater 
stringency in the examinations. The student in question was 
an Oxford man. He took his degree in law, but only in the 
fourth class. His knowledge of Roman law, however, was so 
deficient that he could not pass in that subject. He, therefore, 
required to pass in Roman law under the auspices of the Inns 
of Court. He came from the university in the Summer of 1894. 
Later in that year, learning of the contemplated change, he 
wished to try to pass under the easier system. He went to a 
coach in the beginning of November, and after one month’s 
coaching he passed a so-called “satisfactory” examination in 
the subjects in the curriculum, including Roman law. Need I 
stop to point out how absurd it is to suppose that this gentleman 
had acquired any real grasp of the subjects in which he was 
examined? 

The other case relates to a student under the later and 
more stringent regulations. He obtained his degree at Oxford 
in science in the Summer of 1894. While at the university he 
had never attended any lectures upon law, and his first reading 
for the Bar began in October, 1894. In December, 1894, he 
passed his examination in Roman law. In April of 1895 he 
passed his examination in Constitutional Law and Legal His- 
tory, and, having passed such examinations, he began, for 
the first time, to read with a view to the examination in Eng- 
lish Law (including Equity), of which he had no previous 
knowledge. He obtained the services of an intelligent coach, 
and, after two months’ coaching, he, in June, 1895, passed a 

satisfactory” examination in English Law (including Equity). 
What did that examination cover? It covered (1) Elements of 
Real and Personal Property and Conveyancing, including 
Leases, Settlements and Mortgages; (2) Contracts and Torts, 
Sale of Goods and Agency; (3) Trusts, Principles of Equity, Ad- 
ministration of Assets on Death, and Partnership; (4) Criminal 

w and Criminal Procedure, and Civil Procedure and Evidence. 

Thus, after a period of altogether eight months’ study, this 
gentleman was supposed to have acquired some substantial 
knowledge of Roman Law and Jurisprudence, Constitutional 

wand Legal History, English Law (including Equity), Civil 

edure (including Evidence) and Criminal Law and Pro- 
cedure. And in two short months of these eight months he was 
supposed to have acquired a knowledge of the English law 
Sufficient to entitle him to practice it as a profession. These 
gentlemen were both gentlemen of intelligence, and gifted with 
Temarkable powers of memory. They had not mastered the 





law, but what they had done was, under tthe skillful direction 
of tae coach, to learn the answer to a large proportion of the 
questions whicn the previous experience of the coach enabled 
him to say would probably be put in the various papers. 

In the latter of the two cases, the student was assured 
that he had answered properly more than three-fourths of 
the questions put; but he candidly confessed that he could 
not answer them now, that they had faded from his memory, 
and probably the most that this so-called legal training has 
done for him is to familiarize him with the books in which he 
may find the information useful to him, when he comes to the 
actual practice of his profession. It may, of course, be urged 
that the crammer is a difficulty in any system where examina- 
tion is made the test. That is so, and hence the suggestion 
arises whether a better or some additional guarantee of learn- 
ing may not be secured by some other method. Compare our 
legal system with the elaborate care and training in the medical 
and surgical schools. 

As has recently been well said by Sir Edwin Arnold, the 
labors of educational preparation for these professions grow, 
year by year, harder and harder—and so they ought. To be up 
to the high-water mark of proficiency, a young doctor must 
to-day be a chemist, physiologist, botanist, mechanician, and 
many things besides. Indeed, the history of medical education 
in recent years, from the time when the College of Physicians 
and the College of Surgeons commanded the principal avenues 
to the profession to the changes wrought by the legislation of 
1858 and 1886, affords an instructive example of the improve- 
ments that may be affected under a body such as the General 
Medical Council, clothed with public responsibility, and broadly 
representative in its character. It shows also how university 
teaching may be utilized, even in a profession in which a large 
part of the needful training is highly technical, practical, and 
experimental. 

Before leaving the subject of the existing legal curriculum, 
I desire to mention that students have complained to me that 
the lectures, whether in the lecture-room or in the class-room, 
are sometimes essays merely, and frequently above their heads. 
They say that when the lecturer is speaking of legal docu- 
ments, examples of the actual things are not put before them, 
and they fail to realize them. They say the classes are not 
sufficiently catechetical, and that when the lecturer has deliv- 
ered himself he disappears, and is not available for advice and 
assistance from day to day in moments of doubt and difficulty. 
It is certain, if these complaints are well founded, that they 
point to serious defects in our methods of instruction. 

On the whole, therefore, is there not reason to think that 
our system of education is not satisfactory, that it is not 
thorough, that it does not supply any real test of adequate 
knowledge, that we are in too great a hurry to manufacture 
barristers, and that by this course we are neither recognizing 
our responsibilities to the public nor the true interests and dig- 
nity of the profession of the law. 

I do not profess to be competent to lay down the lines of 
a proper and adequate system, but I am satisfied that we shall 
never have such a system until legal education is placed under 
the control of an authority differently constituted from that 
which now exists, and I shall only make such further demands 
upon your patience as will enable me to justify this view, 
and to suggest for your consideration the constitution of such 
an authority as might fitly be intrusted with this great work. 

What are the objections to the Council of Legal Education? 
To begin, it is the creation of the concerted action of the four 
Inns of Court, and, therefore, the dissentient action of any one 
of them might undo it, though I admit this is not a probable 
contingency. Its powers are limited. It has not a free hand. 
Although it has now powers of initiative, that initiative may 
at any moment be checked by any one of the Inns of Court. 
It is composed solely of Benchers of the Inns. This I conceive 
to be a great defect. It is composed of men of advanced age— 
of men already fully burthened with the weight of professional 
and judicial work. Why should not the zeal and energy of 
younger men be utilized? Aye, and of men outside the profes- 
sion of the law, if they are able to bring useful experience 
with them? 

Again, why are solicitors and students in that branch ot 
the profession excluded? Down to the middle of the sixteenth 
century all members of, and students for, either branch of our 
common profession were alike part and parcel of the Inns of 
Court. I have never understood how the solicitors were then 
preperly excluded. The lines of study of the two branches must 
be, to a large extent, similar. Why should they be kept apart? 
Their separation is a waste of power and a loss of advantage to 
both. This was so far back as 1846 pointed out as a grave evil 
by the Commons’ Committee report of that year. Some, I un- 
derstand, advocate the separation as a barrier against fusion. 
I do not advocate fusion, nor do I believe in the probability of 
its cecurrence, on the ground, mainly, that the distinction be- 
tween the branches is the result, not of an arbitrary superim- 
posed ordinance, but of a division gradually evolved because 
of its supposed convenience and utility. 

In America the distinction really, though not nominally, 
exists to a large extent.” See the enormous gain to the cause 
of legal education from the junction of the two branches. With 
increase of number comes increase of emulation among the 
students, and consequent incitement to the teachers to put out 
their best efforts, which the chilling influence of sparse attend- 
ance at lecture or in class will not bring forth. Have the Inns’ 
lectures, even under the improved system, been a success? 
Look at the attendance. In 1892, only 582, while in 1893 the 
number had fallen to 460, and in 1894, to 384. But since the 
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Council of Legal Education has secured freedom of admission 
to .uwe puodlic to all the lectures (all credit to them for it) it would 
seem: to be impossible even if it were desirable—which, in my 
op.uion, it is not—to keep up the separation. : 

A word as to the teaching staff. 1 say nothing to their dis- 
paragement. Far from it. 1 have no aoubt tney are aole Mch, 
puc many of them are men with whom teacuaing is not the 
pusiness of, but only an incident in, tneir proressional lives. 
ror a large class otf subjects which must Le taugnt, tor ex- 
ample, Jurisprudence, Roman and Consutucional Law and Legal 
History, international Law and Comparative Law, we want a 
professional class of teacners; and we must make it worth the 
wnile of able men to devote themselves to such teaching as a 
cailing. ‘his class we cannot hope to have witnout being in 4 
position. to offer adequate reward and security of tenure, and 
taese in turn we cannot give unless and until the system of le- 
gal education is under a pody of men permanently constituted, 
80 as to command the confidence of the public and the profes- 
sion, a body invested with adequate powers, clothed with public 
responsibility and amply endowed. 

One other word as to the teaching staff. If we cannot at 
once get here all the rigac men we want for the work, we must 
look tor them elsewhe.e, even if we have to go far afield for 
them. No narrow insular spirit should interfere with the se- 
lection of the best men. Athens did not repel the master of 
Socrates because he hailed from the coast of Ionia, nor Aristotle, 
because Stagira was his birthplace. The most famous schools 
of the European Continent derived their fame from the genius 
of the Alcuins of England and the Clements of Ireland, and in 
our time the New World has had the wisdom in its colleges 
and universities to utilize the trained experience gained in the 
colleges and universities of the Old World. I do not doubt that 
we have among us the right stuff for the work, if we proceed 
in the right way to bring it forth and to utilize it. 

It will then be asked, ‘““‘What do you propose?” I answer 
first, in general terms, that I desire to see legal education placed 
under a body permanent in its character, not purely legal in its 
composition, which shall be tn close touch and sympathy with 
the Inns of Court, ‘but shall not be governed by them—a body 
with public responsibility, which shall be free to call to its aid, 
from any quarter inside or outside the profession, men whose 
experience and attainments best fit them for the work of legal 
education. 

INNS OF COURT SCHOOL OF LAW SUGGESTED. 

How is such a body to be brought into existence? Two 
schemes have been suggested. One is that in connection with a 
teaching university in London there should be founded a 
Faculty of Law to be endowed by the Inns of Court. In refer- 
ence to this scheme it is, perhaps, at this time, enough to say 
that there is not at present any teaching university in London 
in connection with which such a faculty could be founded, and 
the scheme which I propound would not prevent such a con- 
nection being established should that course hereafter appear 
desirable. 

My proposition is that a royal charter should be obtained 
to establish a school of law, to be called, say, ‘““The Inns of Court 
School of Law.” The Senate, or governing body, should con- 
sist of, say, thirty members, ten to be nominated by the Inns 
of Court, ten by the Crown, one each by the Lord Chancellor, 
the Lord Chief Justice, and Master of the Rolls, one each by 
the four universities of Oxford, Cambridge, London, and Vic- 
toria, and three by the Incorporated Law Society. 

These figures are merely suggestions. Personally, I 
should desire to have some of the governing body elected by the 
free voice of the profession as a whole. I should not limit the 
representatives of the Inns of Court or of the Incorporated Law 
Society to members of their own body respectively. In this 
way, coupled with the nominating power of the Crown and of 
the universities, security would be had against that narrowness 
which, in spite of ourselves, has a tendency to creep into purely 
professional associations. 

I attach importance to the universities being directly repre- 
sented on the governing body, because (among other reasons) it 
would render it easier, and with safety, to determine what de- 
grees and what testamurs might properly be accepted in the 
case of university students and graduates, and it would tend 
toward establishing that connection of legal education with 
university training which, with advantage, largely prevails in 
other countries, but is almost wholly wanting in our own. I 
should confer on such a body the power of granting academic 
distinctions, and I should commit to it in fullest confidence the 
settling of a scheme of preliminary examination, of systematic 
instruction, and of final tests of fitness for the profession of the 
law. A difference would, no doubt, have to be made between 
bar students and others. But that is a matter of detail. 

I think such a scheme, well considered in all its parts, 
ought to receive the sanction of the Inns of Court, and would 
receive the warm support of the profession generally. It con- 
tinues the name of the Inns of Court—as it ought to be con- 
tinued—in connection with the cause of legal education. The 
new creation would be. in effect, their child. On the governing 
body their voice would be powerful, ‘and to the Inns of Court. 
I need hardly say, we must mainly look for the funds to carry 
on the work in worthy fashion. The Inns of Court—to their 
credit, be it said—have never shown a gpirit of parsimony. On 
the existing system the annual expenditure amounts to some 
£7,000. If the lectures and classes are made attractive, I doubt 
whether any larger sum, or, at all events, any substantially 
larger sum. would be required to work the scheme which I ad- 


vocate. I have said that to this body I would - 
trust the work of education. ‘ a ae 








To the Inns of Court I should still leave untouched, in aj 
their fullness, those functions of discipline, those powers of 
calling or refusing to call, and of disbarring, which they have 
hitherto exercised with honor to themselves and with advant. 
age to the public and to the profession. To the Incorporated 
Law Society, in like manner, | should leave untouched such 
analogous authority as they now possess. 

The pith and substance, then, of what I have to urge is the 
necessity for establishing a school of law. To the governing 
body of that school of law will fall the working out of a wise 
and comprehensive system. : 

A word of warning is perhaps hardly needed, but I will! ur. 
ter it. However perfect the system, its fruition must mainly 
depend upon the energy and intelligence of the student. After 
all, the main function of teaching is to teach men how to think, 
to give them a grasp of principle, to put them on the right 
track, to give them a clue to the labyrinth, to inspire them with 
enthusiasm for the profession, that they may work with a will, 
inspired by a lofty idea of the dignity of the profession of the 
law, of its duties, and of its responsibilities. Nor will any sys- 
tem dispense with the need of practical study in the chambers 
of a working lawyer, which, however, may well (in the case 
of students for the Bar) be postponed to a later stage, and 
which, probably, may usefully occupy those earlier years of 
professional life when professional work is insufficient for full 
occupation. 

I have now done. I feel how perfunctory my treatment of 
this great subject has been, for a great subject it undoubtedly 
is. I shall be content if, to earnest minds inside the profession 
and outside it (for it is not merely a professional question), | 
have said enough to inspire the conviction that the effort ought 
now to be made to end a state of things certainly not creditable 
to the profession of the law, and surely disadvantageous to the 
community. Never at any time, in any State, has there existed 
such a conjunction of circumstances as marks London pre-emi- 
nently to-day as the seat of a great school of law. We are 
here at the very heart of things, where the pulse of dominion 
beats strongest, with a population larger than that of man) 
kingdoms—a great centre of commerce, of art and literature, 
with countless libraries, the rich depository of ancient records 
and the seat at once of the higher judiciary, of Parliament and 
of the Sovereign. From this point is governed the greatest em- 
pire the world has known. From our midst go forth to the ut- 
termost ends of the earth, not merely those who symbolize the 
majesty of power, but happily with them those who represent 
the majesty of law—law, without which power is but tyranny. 

It has been well and truly said that there is hardly any sys- 
tem of eivilized law which does not govern the legal relations 
of the Queen’s subjects in some portion of the empire. In parts 
of Canada French law, older than the First Empire, modified 
by modern codification, prevails—in other parts, the Engl:sh 
system; in Australia, English law modified by home legislation 
in those self-governing communities; in parts of Africa, Roman 
law with Dutch modifications; in the West Indian Colonies. 
Spanish law modified by local customs; in Indta, now the Hin- 
doo, now the Mahommedan law, tempered by local custom and 
by local and imperial legislation. If the empire of our arms is 
wide. so happily is the mpire of our law. For this wide and 
varied field of ultimate legal Court of Appeal is the Judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council. Before that tribunal the Bar 
of England aspire to practice, and on its benches aspire to sit. 

Surely these facts suggest great possibilities and great re- 
sponsibilities. Is it an idle dream to hope that, even in our day 
and generation, there may here arise a great school of law 
worthy. of our time—worthy of one of the first and noblest of 
human sciences, to which, attracted by the fame of its teaching. 
students from all parts of the world may flock, and from which 
shall go forth men to practice, to teach, and to administer the 
law with a true and high ideal of the dignity of their mission’ 


ROUGH NOTES. 


A new law point, and one that the Supreme Court of Iowa 
will likely be called upon to determine, has developed in a law- 
suit which was tried at Greenfield. It seems that Dr. Potter, a 
practicing physician of Creston, brought suit to recover for medi- 
cal services. Defendant refused to pay on the ground that Potter 
had not filed his certificate of registration, as required by the 
State, at the time he rendered the services in question. In de- 
ciding the case Judge Wilkinson said that while a_ penalty 
might be inflicted upon the doctor for not registering, he still 
had the right to recover for medical treatment, if, while prac- 
ticing, he had acquired the qualifications of a physician. He 
ordered the jury to give the plaintiff judgment for full amount. 
Defendant’s attorney has appealed. 








A decision of much importance to lawyers practicing in the 
United States courts has been rendered by the United States 
Circuit Court of Appeals for the District of Massachusetts, the 
opinion of the court being given by Judge Putnam. The case 
was that of A. D. Sto-y, appellant, v. J. G. Tarr and E. T. Fearing. 
in which was raised the question of the priority of three mort- 
gages on the schooner Helen Story. The first mortgage was re- 
corded at Gloucester, where the schooner had merely a tem- 
porary enrollment; the two latter were recorded at Boston, the 
place of the vessel’s permanent enrollment. Story claimed that 
the first mortgage had precedence, but the district court awarded 
precedence to the other two. Judge Putnam said that, while 
ordinary ignorance of the rules of the court by counsel furnished 
no excuse for overruling a povision of such rules, yet in the 
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resent case SO important a question of law was involved, af- 
fecting the title to so many vessels, that the court deemed it 
proper to revise the decree of the district court, with instructions 
to hear the case anew, the appellant, however, to pay the costs 
up to the present time. 





The Supreme Court of the United States, in a late case, the 
opinion in which is by Chief Justice Fuller, held that abraded 
coins of the United States are a legal tender. The case decided 
was as follows: James E. Morgan was ejected from a car op- 
erated by the Jersey City and Bergen Railroad Company, the 
conductor refusing to accept for fare a 1U0-cent piece worn by 
abrasion. Morgan brought suit against the company and re- 
covered judgment for $415 and costs, and the judgment was 
affirmed by the Supreme Court of the State. The company took 
the case to the Supreme Court of the United States on a writ of 
error. The common sense and common justice of the opinion 
are apparent. People cannot carry around a set of scales with 
them to weigh coins and determine the extent of abrasion. 





The Supreme Court of Ohio has recently decided forthe sec- 
ond time a matter in reference to assessments, in which that 
court is at variance with the courts of some of the other States. 
It is sometimes held that corner lots have a frontage on two 
streets for the purpose of assessment for public improvements, 
although the house built upon the lot has its principal entrance 
on only one of the streets. The Supreme Court of Ohio, in sev- 
eral cases of assessments laid by the city of Toledo, affirmed the 
principle that a corner lot faces usually on only one street, and 
that where a lot is oblong, so that there is a longer line on one 
street than on the other, the frontage must be considered on 
the street on which the smaller line extends. The court holds 
that the question of frontage should be determined according to 
the ordinary acceptation of that term. Experience shows, it is 
said, that corner lots are usually improved with the front of 
the building turned toward the street which runs along the 
shorter end. If the lot is improved the presumption continues, 
unless there is something in the character of the improvement 
to change it. Even if there is a side entrance which is com- 
monly used it does not change the front of the building. If 
there are a dwelling house and a business house erected sep- 
arately on a corner lot, one fronting on one street and the other 
on the other, the part of the lot occupied by each building may 
be assessed as fronting on the street which it faces. The dis- 
senting judge shows, by reference to a large number of cases, 
that it is frequently held that all lands front on all the high- 
ways by which they are bounded. The Haviland case, in which 
the principle of the Ohio Supreme Court as to assessment of 
corner lots was first announced, has resulted in much litigation. 
In the recent cases lawyers were allowed to reopen the whole 
question for argument, but the court did not change its opinion. 

The full bench of the Supreme Judicial Court of Massachu- 
setts has decided that in an action brougat by a married woman 
to recover damages for a personal injury the impairment of her 
capacity to perform labor can be considergd as an element of the 
damages. The case was that of Lydia W. Hariman v. the Old 
Colony Railroad Company, to recover for injuries sustained 
while a passenger on one of the defendant's cars. The plaintiff 
was a married woman, engaged in keeping a restaurant, and 
her husband also brought a suit to recover damages for the loss 
of the services of his wife. In the suit of the husband there 
was a verdict in his favor, which was satisfied. Subsequently 
the suit of the wife was tried, and she was asked what was the 
market value of her services at the time of the accident. The 
court excluded this evidence, and the plaintiff excepted. In the 
opinion of the Supreme Court, written by Judge Allen, the 
statutes relative to married women doing business on their own 
account and relating to the property of married women are re- 
viewed, after which the court says: 

“By virtue of this legislation, a married woman becomes, in 
view of ‘the haw, a distinct and independent person from her 
husband, not only in respect to her right to own property, but 
also in respect to her right to use her time for the purpose of 
earning money on her sole and separate account. She may per- 
form labor, and is entitled to her wages or earnings. If she 
complies with the statutory requirement as to recording a certifi- 
cate, she may carry on any trade or business on her sole and 
Separate account, and take the profits, if profits there are, as her 
Separate property. Her right to enter into contracts, to earn 
money, to engage in performing labor or service, to enter into 
trade on her own account, is inconsistent with the view that 
her Capacity to labor belongs exclusively to her husband. * * * 
In the case before us the impairment of the plaintiff's capacity 
to labor was an element which might be considered by the jury 
in the estimate of her damages. How much, if anything, should 
be allowed on this ground must be left to the jury.” 





Judge Ritchie of the Supreme Court of Maryland has ren- 
dered a decision that the purchaser of a sleeping car ticket can 
sell it for the latter part of the journey if he gets out of the 
car before reaching the destination of the ticket. The railroad 
company admitted the right to transfer before entering upon a 
journey, but held that after starting upon the trip the holder 
of a section forfeited his rights if he abandoned the train before 
arriving at his destination. The court holds that there is no 
analogy between the contract entered into on a regular trip 
ticket and that implied by the sale of a sleeping section. In the 
Oormer case a break in a continuous trip and a resumption of 
the journey at the passenger’s pleasure would ‘be a hardship on 
the company, which had provided accommodations based on 
ticket sales, and which would be forced to transfer a passenger’s 








baggage from one train to another, besides suffering delay and 
hindrance not contemplated. 

The Supreme Court of Michigan hag recently handed down a 
decision which makes the rule in that State ‘n one class of negli- 
gence cases conform to that of the New York, New Jersey and 
Colorado courts. A mail agent who was about to place some 
mail bags on a train at a station was injured by another train 
going in the opposite direction. It was necessary for him to 
cross one set of the tracks in order to reach the train on which 
he was to place the mail bags. The court held that it was not 
negligence for him to omit to look for a train going in ‘the op- 
posite direction. It was the duty of the railroad company to 
have the incoming train stop before reaching the station, until 
an opportunity had been given for persons to leave or board 
the train already at the station. The court held in effect that 
a passenger had the right to rely upon one train not passing over 
the track between the station and another train waiting to re- 
ceive and discharge passengers. The rule in Massachusetts is 
somewhat at variance with that in other States, but the principle 
laid down by the Supreme Court of Michigan is in accord with 
the judgments of most of the courts of last resort. 





The Irish Court for Crown Cases, Reserved, has rendered, in 
a case recently reported, a decision on a question as to which 
the English judges have been unable to agree. The master of a 
vessel gave to a workman two bank notes, believing that they 
were both one-pound notes. One of the notes was.in fact for 
ten pounds. Neither person noticed the mistake until several 
minutes had passed. The master of the vessel then sought out 
the workman, who declared that no mistake had been made, 
though he had, in fact, changed the note. He was afterward ar- 
rested and convicted of larceny. In a somewhat similar case 
fourteen English judges were exactly divided in opinion as to 
whether a crime had been committed. The question was argued 
before nine judges of the higher courts of Ireland. Five of the 
judges held that no larceny had been committed. They declared 
that there must be an intent to steal at the time when the prop- 
erty was taken. The goods were taken innocently, and the sub- 
sequent appropriation of the money did not constitute larceny. 
Four judges believed that the conviction should be upheld. Their 
reasoning was that the bank note did not really pass into the 
possession of the person to whom it was given, because neither 
party to the transaction intended to transfer that which was 
received, but a note for the smaller amount. The question is of 
less importance in this State than in England, because both 
misappropriation and ordinary stealing are larceny under the 
New York statute. Few questions have, however, been before 
so many judges with so close a difference of opinion as to the 
criminality of an act. 

The United States Circuit Court of Appeals, sitting in St. 
Louis, has handed down an opinion in the celebrated Aspen 
mine and Emma mine case. This case has been pending nearly 
eight years. There have been three appeals, and one of them to 
the United States Supreme Court. It last came into this court 
on the appeal of Jerome B. Wheeler and the Aspen mining and 
Smelting Company, from a decree of the Colorado court that 
Jerome B. Wheeler and the Aspen company owed Margaret Bill- 
ings, formerly William J. Wood's widow, and James O. Wood 
and others, surviving sons of William J. Wood, $434,008 for ores 
which they had taken from the Emma mine, the Wood heirs 
having been adjudged to own an undivided one-third interest 
in the Emma mine. The Aspen and Emma claims overlap each 
other to some extent, and to settle an irritating controversy, the 
Compromise Mining Company was formed, and the decree fur- 
ther adjudged that Mrs. Billings and the other Wood heirs 
owned 304 shares in that company, and Wheeler and the Aspen 
company were directed to assign to them that amount of stock 
as well as pay the dividends to which the stock may have been 
entitled. The decree adjudged that Wheeler and the Aspen com- 
pany owed the Wood heirs $104,984 for ores mined by the Com- 
promise company before Jan. 1, 1893. From this decree Wheeler 
and the Aspen company appealed. 

The opinion of the Court of Appeals is by Judge Thayer. 
The court was anxious to end the long and expensive litigatiun, 
and, therefore, spent much time in examining long accounts and 
exhibits, ‘‘a task not ordinarily undertaken by appellate courts.” 
The opinion is twenty-three pages long and the conclusions 
are as follows: 

1. The award of the court below for $434,008 as due from 
Wheeler et al. to the Wood heirs should be expunged and in 
lieu $404,904 should be inserted. 

° The-second and third paragraph of the decree are stricken 
out, and it is adjudged that the Wood heirs are entitled to 
12-42ds. of whatever interest Wheeler and the Aspen company 
has in the stock of the Compromise Mining Company, growing 
out of the conveyance of a part of the Emma mining claim to 
the Compromise Mining Company, and Wheeler et al. are or- 
dered to make a conveyance of the said 12-42ds. of the Compro- 
mise company’s stock to the former, and they are further re- 
strained from asserting any right or claim whatever to the stock 
so conveyed. : 

& The decree should be modified so that Wheeler pay the 
Wood heirs $195,252 in thirty days, with 8 per cent. interest from 
July 16, 1894, and that Wheeler and the Aspen company pay to 
the Wood heirs the further sum of $209,651, with interest at the 
same rate until payment is made, together with the Circuit Court 
costs: and if payment is not made within the limit specified, 
executions issue in the ordinary form. 


The case was remanded to the Circuit Court with directions 





to modify the decree in the respects indicated. 
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ADVERSE POSSESSION. 


Fact that adjoining owner gave permission to another to have a 
door swing over a strip of land used as an alley does not in- 
dicate that the former claimed title thereto. Crocker v. 
Collins, (S. C.) 22S. E. Rep. 885. 

Fact that lands were assesse:! to plaintiff's grantors, and the 
taxes paid by them, for a portion of the time, is not of itself 
sufficient to constitute adverse possession: Miller v. Davis, 
(Mich.) 64 N. W. Rep. 338. 

One who enters on land as heir of the patentee, though the 
patent is not in his possession, does so with color of title. 
Miller v. Davis, (M ch.) 64 N. W. Rep. 338. 

Title by adverse poss-ss on cannot be successfully asserted by 
one who has failed to pay taxes on the property, especially 
against oe who he asserts had agreed to pay taxes for him. 
Tuffree v. Polhemus, (Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 806. 

AGENCY.—See Principal and Agen’. 


APPEAL. 

A decree wll not be reversed for error in the adm't ance of evi- 
dence, where it is supported by the weight of competent 
eviderce. Johnson v. Colton, (Mo. Sup.), 30 S. W. Rep. 116. 

A ruling of a master, not before the lower court by proper ex- 
ception, cannot be considered on appeal. Verner vr. Perry, 
(8. C.) 22S. E. Rep 888. 

Acceptances of notice of appeal by a defacto deputy clerk of 
court, is valid. Wheeler §& Wilson Manuf. Co., v. Serritt, 
(Iowa) 62 N. W. Rep 675. 

Bill of exceptions compr sing five printed pages, and embracing 
more than one half the entire charge, is irregular. Hamlin 
v. Treat, 32 Atl. Rep. 909, 87 Me. 310. 

By ‘‘matter in di-pute” is meant th» subject of litigation, and 
does not inclnde costs in determing the right of appeal. 
Norfolk §& W. R. Co., v. Clark, (Va.) 22S. E. Rep. 867. 

Documents already matters of record should be excluded from 
— ofexceptions. In re Robinson Estate, (Cal.) 39 Pac. Rep. 
86 


Exception requiring a reniew of all the evidence ‘s too general 
to beconsiiered. Marshall v. Creel, (S. C.) 228. E. Rep. 597. 

Exception that a decree is contrary to law and the and the 
evidence is too general to be considered. Peeples v. Cum- 
mings, (S. C.) 22S. E. Rep. 730. 

Exceptions to a charge “ asa whole,” and assignments of errora 
in connection therewith as to the “ failure” of thec .urt to 
charge to a certain effect, are too indefinite to be cunsidered. 
Austell v. James. (Ga.) 22 8. E. Rep. 953. 

Exceptions which are argumentative should not be considered 
on appeal. Hall v. Hall, (8. C.) 228. E. Rep 777. 

Harmless error in admitting :ncompetent evidence which was 
merely cumulative in character is no ground for reversal. 
Powers v. Union Ry. Co., (Mo. App. Rep.) 188. 

In the a‘sence of excep'ions to the court’s conclnsions of law 
they cannot be reviewed. Dunnington v. Frick Co., (Ark.) 
30 S. W. Rep. 212. 

Joint assigoment of error to several rulings of the court is in- 
sufficient, if any one of su-h rulings is correct. Saunders 
v. Montgomery, (I d. Sup.) 41 N. E. Rep. 453. 

No appeal lies from an order of the judge of the superior court 
refusing to consider a pending motion for new trial. Con- 
nell v. Carithers, (Ga.) 228. E. Rep. 670. 

Nonsuit taken in def-rence to the opinion of the court on a 
question of law which disposes of the case may be reviewed 
bv writ oferror. Koons vs. Bryson, (C. C. A.) 69 Fed. Rep. 


297. 
Order of substitution of parties is not final. Chicago, K. ¢ 
’ W. R. Co., v. Butts, (Kan. Sap.) 41 Pac. Rep. 948. 
Order refusing to allow a party to tax costs incutred on 
appeal to the supreme court is appealable. Hall v. Hall, 
(S. C.) 22S E. Rep. 881. 

Proper way to present for review on appeal the action of the 
trial court in giving or refusing instructions is by motion 
foranewtr al. Cannelton Water Co., v. Burkett, (Ind. App.) 
41 N. E. Rep. 477. 

Overruling an objection to a question will not be held pre- 
judicial error if the record fails to show what answer was 
made by the witness, Turner v. United States, (C. C. A.) 
66 Fed. Rep. 280. 

Right of appeal is not a constitutional one, but subject to contro] 





AN LAWYER 


of the legislature. Messenger v. Teagan, (Mich.) 64 N. Ww, 
Kep. 499; Engel v. Donoran, Id 

Though instructions may be erroneous, a judgment wi'l not bs 
reversed for prejudice shown. Evsley v. Baley Mut. Life 
Ase’n (Va.) 21 8. E. Rep, 235. 

When no motion for a new trial is filed, exceptions to a proper 
ruling will not be considered on appeal. Bartlett v. Beach, 
(Mo. Sup.) 30 8S. W. Rep. 347. \ 

Where no brief has been filed. appeal will be dismissed. Bain 
v. G. McAlpin Co., (Key.) 328. W Rp. 175. 

Where there are no sufficient: ex eptions, the matters sought to 
be raised on appeal will not be considered. Brown vr. Coey, 
(Wash.) 47 Pac. Rep. 892. 

Where there is evidence tending to support the verdict, it wil] 
not be disturbed on appeal. Sullivan v. Zarbenepa, (Tex. 
Civ. App.) 30S. W. Rep. 95. 

. So. too, findings of fact by the court on conflicting. but 
sufficient evidence. Greene v. Barkin, (Mo. App. Rep.) 
97. 

So, too, findings of a court sitting as a jury will not be dis. 
turbed, th re being evidence to -upport them, Dun- 
nington v. Frick Co., (Ark.) 308. W. Heo. 212. 

So, too, ajudgment on conflicting evidence, their being suffi- 
cient evidence to sustain it. Herrick v. Murray, (Com. 
P1.N. Y.) 33 N. Y. S. 1133. 

So, too, findings of fact that certain d+ positions objected to 
as being copies are the originals. Trumbull v. Hewitt, 
31 Atl. Rep. 492, 65 Conn. 60. 

So, too, a verdicts pported by sufficint evidence will not be 
di turbed as against a preponderance of the evidence, 
Gilmore v. Chicago, M. & St. P. Ry. Co., (Wis.) 62 N. W. 
Rep. 612 

Whether the evidence supports the judgment will not be con- 
sideret in the absencs of an exception to the judgment. 
Manners v. Fraser, (Colo. App.) 39 Pac. Rep. 889. 


ASSIGNMEMT FOR BENEFIT OF CREDITORS.— See In- 
solvency. 


ATTACHMENT. 

Statue requiring bod in attachmeut, conditioned to pay all 
legal costs, t es and damages, does not include coun-el fees 
paid by defendant. Commonwealth v. Meyer, (Pa. Sup ) 32 
Atl. Rep. 1044. 

Though attachment may be dismissed, plaintiff therein may 
proceed to obtain general judgment again.t defendant, 
wh re latter has appeared and defended. King v. Randall, 
(Ga ) 22S. E. Rep. 683. 

BANKS AND BANKING. 


To recover moneys deposited with insolvent bank, the party 
may file bis petition in the act on wh-rein a receiver for said 
bank has been appointe!. Blake v. State Sav. Bank, (Wash.) 
41 Pac. Rep. 909. 

BONDS. 

In action on a penal bon! it mast be alleged and prove that 

_— sustained damages. Kelley v. Seay, (Ukl1.) 41 Pac. 
ep 615. 

Carrier to escape liability for injuries to cattle in a car, which 
a break in th- floor would r-asonally cause, must show that 
they were not so caused. Ohio M. Ry. Co., v. Tabor, (Ky.) 

2S. W. Rep. 168. 
CARRIERS. 

In action against a ca rier for failure to carry and deliver goods 
as agreed in’ bill of lading, it is a good defense that de- 
fendant delivered such goods to rightfulowner. Cleveland, 
C. C. §& St. L. Ry. Co. v. Moline Plow Co., (Ind. App.) 41 N. 
E. Rep. 480. 

Where porter of a sleeping car stole from passenzer therein $35 
in money and $700 worth of jewelry used for the personal 
adornment of the passenger, the company was liable. Pull- 
man’s Palace Car Co. v. Martin, (G1.) 22 8. E. Rep. 700. 

CHARITIES. 

Bequest in trust for ch+ritable and benevolent institutions in a 
certain city relates only to such ios itutions as are both 
charitable and benevoleut. People v. Powers, (N. Y. App.) 41 
N. E. Rep. 432. 

Supreme judicial court sitting in equity bas jurisdiction of trust 
fund created by pub'ic donatians to relieve suffering caused 
by the Eastport fire of 1886. Doyle v. Whalen, 32 Atl. Rep. 
1022, 87 Me. 414. ; 

Pr. ceedings t» est -blish a drain cannot be quashed, or their 
validity questioned, by w: it of certiorari at instance of one 
who wil not be injured thereby. Wolpert v. Newcomb, 
(Mich.) 64 N. W. Rep. 326. 

CERTIORARI, 

Will not lie against board ot education to review refusal to re- 
consider decision dismissing a teacher who failed to appear 
before the b ard and deny charges preferred. Jordan ?. 
Board of Education. (Com. -P1.) 35 N. Y. 8. Rep. 247. 

CHATTEL MORTGAGES. ; 

Agreement, founded on a valuab'e consideration, to give 4 
mortgage on chattels, constitutes an equitable mortgage 
Davis v. Childers, (8. C.) 22 8. E. Rep. 784. 
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This is a compact treatise. dealing with bo:h Equity 
Jurisprudence and Pleading. Unlike the great majority of 
text book writers, the author had an extensive practice, and 
was thoroughly versed in Equity. For several years before his 
death Mr. Merwin lectured on Equity at the Law School of 
Boston University. The book is designed for students, but it 
will also prove useful to practitioners. It presents the subject 





in a remarkably concise form; it contains elaborate and care- 
fully written notes on new subjects, such as Injunctions in cases 
of Strikes, “ The Right to Privacy,” and recent Trade-Mark 
Cases; and the whole book is at once so accurate, clear, and 
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of Benjamin on Sales. 
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Agreement on ¢ nsolidation, to give a mortgage on chattels, 
need not, to constitue a valid equitable mortgage, be in 
writing. Darisv Childers, (S. C.) 22 8. E. Rep. 734. 

Fact that a chattel ———- covers property the value of which 
is largely in excess of the amount of the debt does not raise 
conclusive presumption of fraud as to creditors of the 
mortgagors. Kilpatrick, Koch Dry Goods Co. v. Strauss,(Neb.) 
ei N. W om 223. 

Is not void merely because mortgagor is allowed to retain pos- 
session of the property afterfcondition broken. Wescott v. 
Crawford, (S C.) 22 8. E. Rep. 792. 

Need not be recorded; the only effect of the omission, in the 
absence of a fraudulent agreement between the parties, 
being that the mortgagee loses priority of lien, as to sub- 
sequent liens. Westcott v. Crawford, (8. C.) 22 8. E. Rep. 792. 

‘CONTRACTS. 


Assumption by a surety of part of his principal’s debt, and 
release of the principal therefrom, is sufficient cons:deration 
to support a contract releasing a claimagainst the surety by 
the principal. Farr v. Bach, (Ind. App.) 41 N. E. Rep. 393. 

Contract that is valid when made is not afiected by a change in 
public policy of the state. Stephens v. Southern Pac. Co., 
(Cal.) 41 Pac, Rep. 783. 

Extent of the obligation assumed and imposed by contract is a 
question of law for the court. Toomey v. Alyoe, (Tenn.) 32 
S W. Rep. 254; Alyoe v. Toomey, Id. 

Promise made by debtor, after being discharged in insolvency 
proceedings, to pay adebt contracted prior thereto, is bind- 
ing. Chaffee v. Browne, (Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 1028. 

There is no implied warranty, in contract for the service of a 
stallion for breeding, that the animal is free from disease 
that may be transmitt+d to offspring. Briggs v. Hunton, 32 
Atl. Rep. 794. 87 Me. 145. 

‘CORPORATIONS. 

Contract by which a director obtains from a corporation its 
property or an advantage to himself is voidable only at the 
instance of the corporation or its stockholders. Fudickar 
v. East Riverside Irr. Dist. (Cal.) 41 Pav. Rep. 1024. 

Contract to purchase its ewn stock is voidable if injury will 
result therefrom to the stockholders. Price v. Pine Mountain 
Iron Coal Co., (Ky.) 32S. W. Rep. 267. 

Corporation which has simply gone out of business can be sued. 

_Jones v. Spartanburg Herald Co., (8. C.) 228. E. Rep. 731. 

It is not ultra ures for a corporation to enter in'o a contract 
with an individual to engage in certain venture, profits and 

- losses to be divided equally among them, where all the 
management of the enterprise is entrusted to the corporation. 

_ Bates v, Coronada Beach Co., (Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 855. 

dTeasnrer is not such an officer as is vested with implied power 
to make negotiable paper. Oak Grove § Sierra Verde Cattle 

costs Co., v. Foster, (N. M.) 41 Pac. Rep. 522. 


Additional seenrity for costs may be required in equity suite in 
United States Courts; following the equity practice of 
state courts. Deprez v. Thompson-Houston Electric Co., 
(C. C.) 66 Fed. Rep. 22. 

Appellant is entitled to costs where appeal is dismissed, because 
rte = is granted. Blackburn v. Abila, (Cal.) 39 Pac. 

ep. ° 

One brought in as a party after commencement of action cannot 
be charged with costs which previously accured. Williams 
v Washington, (8S. Car.) 218. E. Rep. 259. 

The matter of costs lies largely within the discretion of the court 
Pennsylvania Co. for Ins., etc. v. Jacksonville, T. & K. W. 
Ry. Co. (C. C. A. ) 66 Fed. Rep. 421. 
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COUNTIES. 


Official bond of a county treasurer is not rendered invalid by 
fact that it runs to county commissioners and their suc- 
cessors in office, instead of to the county. Custer County 
v. Albein, (8. D.) 64 N. W. Rep. 533. 

Order of board of county supervisors, made in another place 
than in the court-house, without legal excuse, is void. 
State v. Harris, (Miss.) 18 So. Rep. 123. 

The county may sue in its own name on official bond of county 
treasurer which runs to the county commissioners and their 
successors, instead of to the county. Custer County v. Albein, 
(S. D.) 64 N. W. Rep. 533. 


DAMAGES. ; 

Instruction erroneously allowing exemplary damages is not re- 
versible error where it appears that such damages were 
not allowed. Speneer v. Murphy, (Colo. App.) 41 Pac. Rep. 
841. 

Pro forma overruling of a motion to set aside verdict on ground 
of excessive damages is erroneous. Ramsey v. St. Johnsburg 
& L. C. R. Co., (Vt.) 32 Atl. Rep. 810. 

Verdict of $4000 awarded a husband for injury to wife resulting 
in illness which lasted four weeks, and causing an incur- 
able disease of the spine, is not excessive. International 
& G. W.R. Co. v. Mulliken, (Tex. Civ. App.) 32 8. W. Rep. 
152. 

Nor verdict of $3000 in favor of a passenger unjustifiably 
assaulted by brakeman, and thereafter illegally ar- 
rested and imprisoned at the instance ef the conductor. 
Atchinson, T. § S. F. R. Co. v. Henry, (Kan. Sup,) 41 
Pac, Rep. 952. 

Where there is no legal measure of damages, court will or- 
dinarily leave the question of the amount to the sound dis- 
cretion of the jury. Norfolk ¢ W. R. Co. v. Shott, (Va.) 22 
8. E. Rep. 811. 

DEPOSITIONS. 

Certificate of notary taking depositions need not negative his 
relationship to either of the parties, or his interest in the 
case. Moore v. Booker, (N. Dak.) 62 N. W. Rep. 607. 

Deposition will not be surpassed merely beeause it was taken in 
term time in the absence of a showing of surprise or pre- 
judice = the adverse party. Garder v. Primm, (Mo. App.) 
Rep. 167. 

Objection to an interrogatory on the ground that it is leading 
and suggestive, must be made by notice before trial, to be 
available. Davidison v. Wallingford, (Tex. Civ. App.) 3058. 
W. Rep. 286. . 

Where notaries are served to take depositions at two different 
places on the same day, the party on whom service is made 
may attend either — and disregard the other notice. 
Evans v. Rothschild, 39 Pac. Rep. 701. 

EQUITY. 

Affirmative defense cannot be set up by a denial of allegations 
not contained in the bill. Osgood v. A. 8S. Aloe Instrument 
Co., (C. C.) 69 Fed. Rep. 291. 

Decree in equity other than for conveyance, release or acquit- 
tance of title to realty, acts only in personam. Jelke v. 
Goldemith, (Ohio Sup.) 40 N. E. Rep. 167. 

Demurrer to a bill as a whole cannot be sustained if, for any 
equity <> | in it, the complainants are entitled to re- 
lief. Beall §& Lehman Durr Co., (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 230. 

Demurrer to an equitable petition, on the ground that it “ has 
not all the proper parties to it,” is defective in failing to 
state the name of any person who should be made a party. 
Parker v. Cochran, (Ga.) 22 8. E. Rep. 961. 











7O 





THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 














In equity action tried to the chancellor, formal issues of fact, 
sevarate from the pleadings, need not be written out and 
submitted. Toomey v <Atyoe, (Tenn.) 32 8. W. Rep. 254; 
Atyoe Toomey, Id. 

It is no ground of exception to an answer that it is not properly 
entitled, or that, being the answer of a corporation, it is not 
sworn to by a representative of the corporation. Osgood 
v. A. S. Aloe Instrument Co. (C. C.) 69 Fed. Rep. 291. 


ESTOPPEL. 

A city is precluded from claiming land dedicated to the public 
for park purposes, by the fact that after dedication it as- 
sessed the land for municipal taxes. 
(Ariz.) 39 Pac. Rep. 812. 

Acquiescence is an intentional failure to resist the assertion of 
an adverse right. Babb v. Sullivan, (S. Car.) 218. E. Rep. 
277 


Evans v. Blankenship, 


A mortgagor who receives benefit from a contract, putting the 
mortgagee in possession, is estopped to deny its validity. 
Brundage v. Home Savings and Loan Association, (Wash.) 39 
Pac. Rep. 666. 

Facts constituting an estoppel in pais must be pleaded. Scroggin 
v. Johnston, (Neb.) 64 N. W. Rep. 236. 

Mere declarations by a donee adverse to his title, whieh have 
not been acted on to the injury of the donor, will not estop 
the former from enforcing the gift. Rives v. Lamar, (Ga.) 
21S. E. Rep. 294. 

One claiming under a grant by a certain name is conclusively 
bound by a judicial determination and definition of what 
land was meant by that name. Scott v. Rhodes, (Cal.) 41 
Pac. Rep. 878. 

EVIDENCE. 


Anyone competent as a witness may testify to speed of a train 
at the time of an accident. Chipman v. Union Pac. Ry. Co., 
(Utah) 41 Pac. Rep. 562. 

Any witness who fully states his means of knowledge and the 
basis of his opinion may give his opinion as to age of an 
absent person. Statev. Grubb, (Kan. Sup.) 41 Pac. Rep. 951. 

Bill of lading, in so ‘ar as it is a mere receipt for goods, may be 
explained or contradicted by parol. Clereland, C. C. § St. 
L. Ry, Co. v. Moline Plow Co., (Ind. App.) 41 N. E. Rep. 480. 

Books of science are not admissible to prove the opinion of the 
experts expressed therein. Johnston v. Richmond § D. R. 
Co., (Ga.) 228. E. Rep. 694. 

Non-expert witness cannot give his opinion as to the sanity 
of a person without stating facts on which his opinion was 
based. Moors v. Sanford, (Kan. App.) 41 Pac. Rep. 1064. 

One cannot testify as to an indebtedness set out in a contract 
which alone gave him any knowledge of it. Gibbs vr. Mc- 
Cran, (S. C) 22 8S. E. Rep. 790. 

Opinion evidence is not admis-able as to whether proper pre- 
cautions were taken to prevent the spreading of brush fires 
on a railroad location in pro:ess of being clhared. Pulsifer 
v. Berry, 32 Atl. Rep. 986. 87 Me. 405. 

Parol evidence is admissible to show that the name of an in- 
dividual, used as grantee in a deed, was a partnership name, 
De Cordova v. Korte, (N. M.) 41 Pac. Rep. 526. 


EXECUTORS AND ADMINISTRATORS. See Wills. 


Burden of showing that counsel fees paid by an executor were 
fair arid reasonable, and th: t the service charges for were, 
necessary and proper, is on the executor. In re Arkenburgh 
(Sarr.) 35 N. Y. S. Rep. 251. 13 Mise. Rep. 744. 

Claim against an estate, alleging a conveyance for a valuable 
consideration, breach of covenant for possessivn, and 
damages is sufficient, though not verified. Gibbs v. Ely, 
(Ind. App.) 41 N. E. Rep. 351. 

Complaint in a suit against one as an executor de son tort must 
charge, him as an executor generally. First Nat. Bank v. 
Lewis, (Utah) 41 Pac. Rep. 712 

Decedent’s estate is liable for burial expenses incurred after 
death, and before the appointment of an administrator. 
Ppillips v. Phillips, 32 Atl. Rep. 963. 87 Me. 324. 

Depositions read in an applic tion for the sale of land of a de- 

person may be controverted by oral evidence. Gar- 
ner v. Toney, (Ala ) 18 So. Rep. 161. 

Grant of administration is not restricted to a case in which 
debts are due from decedent. Ferguson v. Templeton,(Tex. 
Civ. App.) 32S. W. Rep. 148. 

Growing crops on the land of a decedent are assets of his estate. 
McGee v. Walker, (Mich.) 64 N. W. Rep. 482. 

President of a corporation, creditor of a testator is not a creditor 
of the testator, so as to be eligible as administrator. Myers 
v. Cann, (Ga.] 228. E. Rep. 611. 

Sale of a decedent’s land is not void because the court erred 
in ordering a private instead of a public sale. Burris v. 
Kennedy, (Cal.) 41 Pas. Rep. 458. 

FRAUD. 


Cannot be predicted on a calcu'ation of interest on a bond, after 
the lapse of 15 years, where neither the bond nor a memo- 
randam thereot has been preserved. Hall v. Hall, (8. C.) 
22 S. E. Rep. 777. 





FRAUDULENT CONVEYANCE, 


HIGHWAYS. 


INJUNCTION.—See Equity. 


INSOLVENCY. 


INSURANCE. 





i 
——. 


Statement, by one selling patent rights, that the patenteg 
article was ‘‘a valuable and useful improvement,” is but 
an expression of — on which the buyer bas no right 
torely. Bain v. Withey, (Ala.) 19 So. Rep. 217. 










Notice to a creditor, at the time of creation of his debt, of, 
prior conveyance made in fraud of creditors, will not affect 
his subsequent right to have the conveyance set aside, 
Echols v. Peurrung, (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 250. 

Suit attacking a conveyance as in fraud of creditors cannot be 
maintained by creditors whose claims are not due. Simon 
v. Ellison, (Va.) 22 8. E. Rep. 860. 








A road overseer need not, in hiring persons to work on a public 
road, state the tools they are to bring. State v. Wainrighi, 
(Ark.) 29 8. W. Rep. 981. 

Action to abate an obstruction in the public highway is prope ly 
brought in the name of the road commissioner. Hall r, 
p ten ety (Cal.) 39 Pac. Rep. 756. 

Appointment of commissioners 9 to lay out a highway 
cannot be collaterally attack Dana v. Graddock, (N. 1.) 
32 Atl. Rep. 757. 

Laying out of a highway by commissioners having jurisdiction 
of the subject matter is a judgment which cannot be col. 
laterally attacked. Dana v. Graddock, (N. H.) 22 Atl. Rep, 
757. 

No right of action arises from the construction of a highway 
crossing by « railroad train in the absence of a showing of 
special damage. Shields v. Louisville § N. R. Co., (Ky.)% 
S. W. Rep. 978. 

One who could have used other roads, but undertakes to ford 
stream because the road, after crossing by a br dge, is 
covered by water and ice, risks the danger of making the 
ford. Welsh v. Town of Argyle, (Wis.) 62N. W. Rep. 517, 

Record of board of commissioners of proceedings before them 
to establish a highway cannot be collaterally attacked, 
Bowen v. Hester, (Ind. Sup.) 41 N. E. Rep. 330. 

























Expenditures for counsel fees in defense of an injunction snit 
are not recoverable as damages in an action on the bond. 
Barrett v. Bowers, 32 Atl. Rep. 871. 87 Me. 185. 

Injunction bond conditioned to pay all damages sustained if 
the injunction is finally dissolved, though not the bond pre- 
scribed by Rev. St. c. 77, § 32, is a binding obligation, 
Barrett v. Bowers, 32 Ati. Rep. 871. 87 Me. 185. 

To compel removal of a wall will be made perpetual, without 
resort to law to determine title, where the question of title 
and right of possession are only incident to the questicns 
of boundary. Norton v. Elwert, (Oreg.) 41 Pac. Rep. 926. 

Will lie to compel removal of the wall of a building placed by 
def ndant on plaintiffs side of a boundary, there being no 
adequate and plain remedy at law. Nortouw. Elwert, (Ore) 
41 Pac. Rep. 926. 































































































A voluntary assignment passes title to all the assignors’ personal 
roperty wherever situated. Whitman v. Mast, Buford ¢ 
urwell Co , (Wash.) 39 Pac. Rep. 649. 

Debtor may give a preference to his wife in a sale of his property 
wherein the purchaser assumes certain debts. National 
Bank of the Republic v. Dickinson, (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 14. 

Fact that, by preference given by a corporation, its officers are 
relieved of their individual Viability on the preferred debt, 
does not render the preference invalid. 
Produce Co., (Colo. App.) 41 Pac. Rep. 829. 

To render a common law a-signoment void for the fraud of the 
parties it must be shown that the assignee was a party to 
the fraud. Burnham v. Logan, (Tex.) 29S. W. Rep. 1067. 
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Demand for the payment of a life policy is not a condition pre- 
cedent to the right of sning thereon. Wrightv. Vermont Life 
Ins. Co., (Mass.) 41 N. E. Rep. 303. 

Failure of an applicant to place a fair and reasonable value on 
the property when statements in regard to value are made 
warrenties, renders the policy void. Sun Fire Office v. Wich, 
(Col. App.) 39 Pac. Rep. 587. 

In an action on a fire insurance policy by one to whom the po- 
licy was made payable as his interest might appear, the 
complaint must allege that the appointee is entitled to the 
insurance. Donaldson v. Sun Mut. Ins. Co., (Tenn.) 32 8. 
W. Rep. 251. 

It is an implied condition in a contract of life insurance that the 
insured will not intentionally terminate his own life. Bit 
+ ie Mutual Life Ins. Co. of New York, (C. C.) 69 Fed. Rep. 


Stipulations in a policy, making it void if the building insured 
is not completed within 30 days, may be waived by parol. 
beg rg Co. of Liverpeol, England v. Kline, (Ky.) 32 8. W. 

. 214, 

The conditions of a policy cannot, after having been waived, be 
revived without the consent of the ingared. Porter v. Ger- 
man Ins. Co., 1. Mo. App. Rep. 147. 
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Whr re the beneficiary of a life insurance policy, having no in- 
surable interest in the assured, collects money due on the 
policy, he is liable to the legal representative of the assured 
therefor. Riner v. Riner, (Pa. Sup.) 31 Atl. Rep. 347. 


JUDGMENT. 


A court has inherent power to resettle its own order so as to 
conform to the actual adjudication. Robertson v. Hay, (Com. 
Pl. N. Y.) 33. N. Y. 31. 

In the absence of statutory provisions, a jadgment is not a lien 
on debtor’s Jand. Thompson v. Arery, (Utah.) 39 Pac. Rep. 


Judgment of a court having jurisdiction of the party and of the 
subject matter cannot be attacked collaterally. First Nat. 
Bank v. Hanna, (Ind. App.) 39 N. E. Rep. 1054. 
Party to a decree in partit on is concluded thereby, though at 
the time of rendition she was a married woman. Kefchum 
v. Christian, (Mo. Sup.) 30 8. W. Rep. 313. 
JURY. 


Defendant not entitled to draw a juror who is engaged in the 
trial of another case. Prater v. State, (Ala) 18 So. Rep. 
238. 

Failure to take exception to a juror, on the ground of his incom- 
petency, before verdict, is fata', wher. it appears that the 
prisoner knew the facts of the incompetency prior to the 
trial. Gray v. Commonwealth, (Va.) 22 8. E. Rep. 858. 

Juror who has formed a fixed opinion as to the guilt or inno- 
cence of the principal offender ought not to sit on the trial 
of the person charged as au accessory. State v. Gleim, 
(Mont.) 41 Pac. Rep. 998. 


LANDLORD AND TANANT. 


Assignee of a lease from the orginal lessee may assign it with- 
out responsibility for payment of rent by his assignee. Me- 
Bee v. Sampson, (C. C.) 66 Fed. Rep. 416. 

Surrender of a lease by operation of law may be shown by cir- 
cumstances such as the conversation, acts and conduct of 
the party. Churchill v. Lammers, 1 Mo. App. Rep. 155. 

‘The eviction of a tenant cannot be without an abandonment of 
possession by him. Wykoffv. Frommer, (Com. Pl. N. Y.) 
33 N. Y. 8. 11. 

Where rent falls due on Sunday suit cannot be maintained un- 
til the nextday. Byers v. Kothschild, (Wash.) 39 Pac. Rep. 
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LIMTIATION OF ACTION. 


Absence from the state of one of several joint debtors suspends 
the statute of limitations as toall. eybold v. Parker, (Del. 
Err. & App.) 32 Atl. Rep. 981. 7 Houst. 526. 

Cause of action on a sapersedeas bond on appeal arises on the 
rendition of the jadgment of the appellate court affirming 
the judgment below. Busch v. Wilcox, (Mich.) 64 N. W. 
Rep. 485. 

Note under seal is not barred by the six years statute of limita- 
tions. Carner v. Toney, (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 161. 

Statute of three and six year’s limatations are no defence to an 
action to set aside a conveyance of land as in fraud ofcredi- 
tors. Stouts v. Huger, (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 126. 

- Where defendant gives notice of set-off and files on account of 
set-off, plaintiff may avail him-elf of limitations without 
specially pleading it. Sexton v. C. Aduliman § Co., (Va.) 22 
8. E. Rep. 838. 

MANDAMUS. 
A member of a country board may be relator in a proceeding® 
_ to compel the board A acy a duty imposed by law. 
Croperrider v. State, (Neb.) 64 N. W. Rep. 372. 

Decision of board of education dismissing a teacher cannot be 
reviewed on mandamus to compel reinstatement. Jordan v. 
Board of Education, (Com. Pl.) 35 N. Y. S. Rep. 247. 

Will not lie to compel the county comwissioners to allow fees 
which they have previously considered and disallowed. 
City of Bangor v. County Commissioners, 32 Atl. Rep. 903 & 
87 Me. 294. 

MASTER AND SERVANT. 


Conducton of electric ra lway cars on the eame road are fellow 
servants. Baltimore Trnst § Guaranty Co. v. Atlanta T:ac- 
tion Co., (C. C.) 69 Fed. Rep. 358. 





Master not bound to use newest and best appliances, but may 
furnish those of ordinary character and reasonably safe. 
Bertha Zink Co. v. Martin Adm’r, (Va.) 22 8. E. Rep. 869. 

Notice by employe of a corporation, of defects in appliances, to 
one whose duiy it is to have repairs made, whatever the 
grade of his employment, is notice to company. Chapman 
v. Southern Pac. Co., (Utah) 41 Pa. Rep. 551. 


MORTGAGES.—See Chattel Mortgages. 


Complaint to forclose a mortgage showing that, at the time the 
mortgage was given, thedebt was due and unpaid, need not 
farther allege the nonpayment of the sum demanded. 
Chaffee v. Browne, (Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 1028. 

Mortgagee empowered to sell may os the mortgaged 
property at the sale for himself, thengh the power does not 
expressly confer that right. Palmer v. Young, (Ga.) 22 8. 
S. Rep. #28. 

Mortgagee or whom is conferred the power to sell may dele- 
gate that authority to an auctioneer. Palmer v. Young. (Ga.) 
22 S. E. Rep. 928. 

Neither the heirs nor the personal representative of the trustee 
named in a deed of trast are necessary parties to a bill for 
its foreclosure. Read v. Rowan, (Ala.) 18 So. Rep. 211. 

Notice of forclosure sale by advertisement, which fails to state 
the date of the mortgage, is insufficient, and the sale there 
under void. Clifford § Tomlinson, (Minn.) 64 N. W. Rep. 
381. 

On forclosure of a trust deed, a decree for sale barring the 
equity of redemption is proper, where the deed is silent as 
to such equity. McGuire v. Gallagher. (Tenn.) 32 8. W. Rep. 
209 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS. 


Abutting owners can not demand that railroad company hav- 
ing tracks in the street should pay part of oa eos 
ment. Bochme v. City of Monroe, (Mich.) 64 N. W. Rep. 204 

Can not prescribe penalty for failureto pay taxes promptly, un- 
less expressly authorized it todo so. City of San Antonio v. 
Raley, (Tex. Civ. App.) 32 S. W. Rep. 180. 

City cannot compel county commissioners to allow fees to 
which its officers are entitled. City of Bangor v. County 
Commissioners, 32 Atl. Rep. 87 Me. 294. 

Legality of proceedings by which territtory was annexed to a 
city can not be questioned in an action to restrain the col- 
lection of takes. Kuhn v. Cily of Port Townsend, (Wash.) 41 
Pac. Rep. 923. 


NEGLIGENCE. 


Acts, which though negligent in themselves, have no connec™ 
tion with the cause of an injury, are not contributory negli- 
gence. Southern Bell Telephone § Telegraph Co. v. Watts, 
(C. C. A.) 66 Fed. Rep. 460. 

Averments in a petition amounting to a charge of willful negli- 
gence will not defeat arecovery for ordinsry negligence. 
Faulkner v. Kean, (Ky.) 32 8. W. Rep. 265. 

In an action for injuries contributory negligence is a matter of 
defence, and the plaintiff is not required to prove its 
absence as a part of hiscase. Nelson v. City of Helena. 
(Mont.) 39 Pac Rep. 905. 

In ap action for personal injaries, testimony as to plaintiff’s 
habit of sobriety is admissible to contradict direct evidence 
that be was intoxicated a the time of the accident. Carr v. 
West End St. Ry. Co., (Mass.) 40 N. E. Rep. 185. 

Nor is such testimony admissible to contradict evidence 
brought out on cross-examination, that he had been seen 
several times intoxicated before the accident. Same 
case. 

One, who, in the day time, stumbles over a partly open cellar 
door in the sidewalk, which he fails to see for want of at- 
tention, is negligent. Stackhouse v. Vendig, (Pa. Sup.) 31 
Atl. Rep. 349. 

NEW TRIAL. 

By moving in arrest of jud 
for new trial: City of 
41 N. E. Rep. 464. 

Granting of a motion for a venire the novo extends to all the is- 
sues and can not be granted as toa part only. Wysong v. 
Nealis, (Ind App.) 41 N. E. Rep. 388. 


ent party waives his right to ask 
oblesvills v. Keinzmann, (Ind. App.) 
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Motion for a venire de novo can only be entertained when the 
verdict or finding is so defective on its face that no judg 
ment can be rendered on it. Waterburg v. Miller, (Ind. App.) 
41 N. E. Rep. 383. 


Newly discovered evidence, merely cumulative in character, is 
not gronnd for a new trial, Wells v. Shaw, (Cal.) 41 Pac. 
Rep. 858. 

Party filing a motion for a new trial is not entitled to any no- 
tice of the time of hearing of the motion. Shafer v' Hewitt, 
(Colo. App.) 41 N. E. Rep. 509. 

Venire de novo should be awarded for formal defects in ver- 
dict or finding, sach as ambignity and uncertainty. Wy- 
song v. Nealis, (Ind. App.) 41 N. E. Rep. 388. 

Verdict will not be set aside because the damages awarded are 
excessive, where the pl-i: tiff consents to remit the excess. 
Benson v. City of Wilmington, (Del. Super.) 32 Atl. Rep. 
1047, 


PARTIES. 


Ia action to forclose a mechanic’s lien the benefiviary under a 
trust deed of the property is necessary party. MeClair v. 
Huddart, (Colo. App’) 41 Pac. Rep. 832. 

Service of process in personal action on a nominal defendant 
confers no authority on the court to bring in another party 
who resides in another county, by the issuance of summons 
to him in thatcountry. Hannav. Emerson, (Neb.) 64 N. W. 
Rep 229. 


PAYMENT. 


Acceptance by vendor from vendee of the note of a third person 
operates as payment of purchase price. Challoner v. Boy- 
ington, (Wis.) 64 N. W. Rep. 422. 

Money paid by mistake of the payor, as interest in excess of 
rate provided by a note, may be recovered, though there 
be no deceit or concealment, mutuality of mistake, im- 
position or compulsory payment. Stotsenburg v. Fordice, 
(Ind. Sup.) 41 N. E. Rep. 313. 

PLEADING. 


An objection that separate causes of action are improperly 
joined in one count of the complaint, unless taken by motion, 
is waived. Brewer v. McCain, (Colo. Sup.) 41 Pac. Rep. 822. 

Complaint in assumpsit for costs of repairs to a boiler bought 
from the defendant may be amended by a count for breach 
of warranty. Chase v. Corson, (N. H.) 32 Atl. Rep. 775. 

Defector in a complaint not going to the gist of the action are 
cured by judgment. Fudickar v. East Riverside Irr. Dist. 
(Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep 1024. 

Discretion of the court, exercised in permitting a reply to be 
amended during the trial, will not be reviewed, except for 
abuse. Clemens v. Hanley, (Ore.) 41 Pac. Rep. 658. 

It is too late toattack the sufficiency of a pleading after evidence 
has been introduced in support of its allegations without 
objectiones. Tuffree v. Pholemus, (Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 806 

lt was not error to refuse to permit an amendment where the 
motion, to amend did not disclose the nature of the proposed 
amendent. Camp v. Pollock, (Neb.) 64 N. W. Rep. 231. 


PRACTICE. IN CIVIL CASES. 


Judgment of nonsoit is proper only in strictly legal actions. 
Dietz v. City of Newark, (Wis.) 64 N. W.) Rep. 299. 

Where the proof in an action on a contract made with the two 
plaintift’s jointly, shows a several contract with each plain- 
tiff, a nonsuit is proper. Whittemore v. Merrill, 33 Atl. Rep. 
1008, 87 Me.456. 

Where there is evidence supporting material allegations of a 
complaint it is error to direct a nonsuit. Salinas v. C. Ault- 
man Co., (8. C.) 22 8. E. Rep. 889. 

Where there is evidence to sustain a material issue for plaintiff, 
@ motion for nonsuit is properly denied. Welle v. Snow, 
(Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 858. 

PRINCIPAL AND AGENT. 


Authority to collect for the actual holder of a negotiable note 
the interest as it matures does not include authority to accept 
a@ payment of the principal before its maturity. Bronson v. 
Ashlock, (Kan. App.) 41 Pac. Rep. 1068. 

Bank, by suing on a note taken by its cashier under a contract 
made by him, ratifies the contract in toto, though he was 
unauthorized to make it. La Gr nde Nat. Bank v. Blum, 
(Ore.) 41 Pac. Rep. 659. 

In absence of evidence that a principal participated in or ratified 
the malice of his agent in levying an attachment he is not 
liable therefor. Thompson r. Bell, (Tex. Civ. App.) 328. W. 
Rep. 142. 

Knowledge of agent that a person executing a bond to the 
principal was a minor, is knowledge of the principal, 
though acquired previous to agency. Westerman v. Evans, 
(Kan. App.) 41 Pac. Rep. 675. 

REFERENCE. 


Court may assume duty of stating an account and obtaining 
the data on which to base it, instead of referring the matter 
to a special commissioner. Gray v. State, (Tenn.) 328. W. 
Rep. 201 





Objections to referee’s conclusions of law cannot be made b 
motion to modify, but errors therein must be taken ad. 
vantage of by exception b+fore the referee or in the trial 
court. McCutchen v. McCutchen, (Ind. Sup.) 41 N. E. Rep, 
324. 

Where there is no objection to a reference by the court of a}] 
the issues in asuit toa master, consent of all parties ty 
such reference will be persumed. De Codovav. Korte, (N. M.) 
41 Pac. Rep. 526. 

SET-OFF AND COUNTER CLAIM. 


In action on a note, defendant can set-off excessive interest 
paid thereon by mistake without having made demand for 
repayment. Stotsenburg v. Fordice, (Ind. Sup.) 41 N. E. Rep, 
313. 


On depositor becoming insolvent, the depositary may apply the 
deposit to the payment of notes of the depositor made to it, 
though the notes are not due. Georgia Seed Co. v. Telmudge, 
(Ga.) 22 8. E. Rep. 1001. 

Proceedings for setting off judgments cannot be defeated by 
subsequent notice by the attorney of one of the judgment 
creditors of his claim of lien. Sweeney v. Bailey, (8. D.) 64 
N. W. Rep. 188. 

STREETS.—See Highways. 
TRIAL. 


Error in admission of testimony will not be considered on ap- 
peal unless grounds of objection were stated at the tie, 
and counsel will be limited to the reasons then given. 
Mahiat v. Godde, (Mich.) 64 N. W. Rep. 194. 

Expert evidence should not be allowed after both sides have 
concluded their testimony. Bertha Zink Co. v. Adm’r, (Va.) 
22 S. E. Rep. 869. 

Instruction not applicable to avy issue in the case is reversibe 
error. Holt v. Pearson, (Utah) 41 Pac. Rep. 560. 

Objection to evidence as being incompetent is too general. Per. 
kins v. Buaae, (Tex. Civ. App.) 32 8. W. Rep. 240. 

Objection to evidence will not be considered on appeal where 
specific grounds thereof were not stated below. Rog:is r. 

ollingsworth, (Tenn.) 32 8S. W. Rep. 197. 

Production of a written instrument, and reading it to the jury, 
without avy objection by the adverse party, is the equiva- 
lent of offering it in evidence. Bedson v. City of Wilming- 
ton, (Del. Super.) 32 Atl. Rep. 1047 9 Houst. 359. 

Ruling on evidence, to which no exception has been taken, will 
not be considered on appeal. Dickerson v. Dickerson, (Cal.) 
41 Pac Rep. 475. 2 

Where greater part of a mass of testimony offered as a «hole 
was irrelevant, it was not error to rule out all of it. H rn- 
don v. Black, (Ga.) 22 8. 8. Rep. 924. 

Where no odjection was made to asking of a question and an- 
swering of the same, it was in the discretion of the trial 
court to deny motion to strike out the answer-as incom)t- 
ent. Grau r. Houstan, (Neb.) 64 N. W. Rep. 245. 


TROVER AND CONVERSION. 


Declaration in trover for ‘‘three thousand five hundred dollars, 
lawfal money in the United States,” is too indefinite in de- 
scription to be sufficient. McElhananv. Farmers Alliance 

Tarehouse & Commission Co., (Ga.) 22 8. E. Rep. 686 

Trover for timber cut from Jand will lie against a person claim- 
ing under void tax deed, where such posession is iugative, 
and for the purpose only of cutting the timber. Moret r. 
Mason, (Mich.) 64 N. W. Rep. 193. 

Where one having the 1ight to take his propcrtion of chattels 
owned in common, and thus make partition,is prevented by 
his cotenant, he may sue for conversion. Pickering r. Mvore, 
(N. H.) 32 Atl. Rep. 828. 

TRUST. 


Courts of a State do not lose jurisdiction of a trust created by 
the will of one of its citizens, and of the funds arising out 
of the trust property, on the trustee’s removal to another 
State. Pennington v. Smith, (C. C.) 69 Fed. Rep. 188. 

Equity has jurisdiction of suit of trustee seeking to impress the 
trast on money in the hands of a stranger, and the bank in 
which the stranger deposited the money. Pennington v. 
Smith, (C. C ) 69 Fed. Rep. 188. 

Person can not by deed create out of his own property a trust 
estate in his own behalf, and a deed executed for that pur- 
pose passes no interest whatever. Sargeant v. Burdett, ((ia.) 
22 8. E. Rep. 667. 

Trustee appointed by a court of State may sue in relation to the 
trust property in the courts of another State. Pennington 
v. Smith, (C. C.) 69 Fed. Rep. 188. 

Where, on failare of a bank, it appears that money deposited 
in trnst has been dispersed, the cestui que t ust must prove 
his claim as a general creditor. Dowie v. Humphrey, (Wis.) 
64 N. W. Rep. 188. 

WITNESS.—See Evidence. 


WILLS.—S-e Executors and Administrators. 


Any mark used by testator to stand for his name, and show bis 
assent to the will, is sufficient. Rook v. Wilson, (Ind. Sup.) 
41 N. E, Rep. 311. 
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LAW SCHOOLS. 


Items from the Law Schools, their Faculty, Mem- 
bership and Course of Instruction. Personal News 
conserning the Professors and Lecturers, the Stand- 

and Action of Law Students, their Class or 

School Organ zations and all matters of intere-t to 

Euucators and Students. Uffices of Law Schools 

= Law School Urganizations are requested to 
send us such matters ae are of general interest. 





Judge Finch, retired from the court 
appeals bench of New York on Jan. 2, as- 
sumed his new duties as dean of the law 
school of Cornell University. He declined 
a testimonia! dinner tendered him by the 
legal profession of the city, intended asa 
mark of approval upon hie judisial career. 


The Buffalo Law School will have its 
home in the Ellicott Square Building 
after the lst of next June. The faculty 
has leased 1,400 square feet on the ninth 
floor, adjacent to the law library, and.wil 
open the school there in September. 


This will make commodious quarters 
for the lecture rooms and class rooms, a 
thing that has long been needed. The 
law school, which is the department of 
law of the University of Buffalo, has been 
recently enlarged in the way of adding 
extra lecturers and instructors. 


The next year of the school] will see 
some changes in the curriculum: Wiliam 
B. Hoyt of the firm of Humphrey, Lock- 
wood & Hoyt has been engaged to delive: 
the course of lectures on “Agency and 
Partnership;"’ Dr. Thomas R. Sheer will 
lecture this Winter on “Public Discourse 
and the Art of Speaking Extemporane- 
ously; James L. Quackenbush, who has 
been recently appointed City Attorney, 
will succeed Judge Wardwell, deceased, 
in the course on “‘Torts;"’ George S. Pot- 
ter, now lecturing on the civil law, 
will, in connection with his course, de- 
liver an interesting and valuable lecture 
on“Disputed Questions in Roman History 
from the Standpoint of a Modern Arch- 
aedlogist;’"’ Louis L. Babcock will begin, 
after the holidays, a course on “Negli- 
gence,” or the preparation of negligence 
cases for trial; August Becker of the firm 
of Becker& Farnham has been appointed 
as associate instructor to Mr. Gluck in 
the course on “Corporations.” 


A. M. Hartsfield, president of the post 
graduate class of Georgetown Law 
School, has resigned on account of iH 
health, which makes it necessary for him 
to djscontinue his studies with the class. 
Michael J. Lyden, formerly president, 
was elected to the vacancy. R. E. L. 
Smith was elected as secretary, to suc- 
ceed Mr. Barnes, who has gone to New 
York to associate himself with a promi- 
nent firm of that city. Tne class adopted 
resolutions expressing regret at the loss 
of those officers, and especially because 
of the reason which made the resignation 
of the president necessary. The secre- 
tary was instructed to convey the senti- 
a of the class in an appropriate man- 
er, . 


At a meeting of the Sharswood Law So- 
ciety of York, Pa., R. J. F. McElroy read 
& paper on “Best Evidence,” which was 

ussed. A mock court was arranged 
to take place, with N. Sargent Ross, as 
judge, and William B. Gemmill and C. 
H. Shambaugh on one side, and W. L. 





Ammon and J. E. Vandersloot 
other side as counsel. 

At the reopening of the 
School the fcNowing studies were taken 
up: Code pleadings, insurance, private 
corporations, negotiable paper, constitu- 
tional law, law of irrigation, mining law, 
partnership and equity, and, later in the 
year, municipal corporations. 


Profs Charles J. Hughes, Jr., began his 
lectures on mining law, and will continue 
them Tuesday and Thursday evenings 
until completed. James H. Brown has 
been added to the law faculty as pro- 
fessor of the law of municipal corpora- 
tions, and Frederick H. Randall, the prize 
man of last year, has been appointed a 
tutor. 


on the 


Denver Law 


Th: Dickinson Law School @id not re- 
open Jan. 38 after the vacation. The 
stucents were notified that the school 
hes ceased to exist. The school was 
opened a few months ag» in St. Thomas’ 
College, Scranton, Fa., as a branch of 
the Dickinson College, Carlisle, Pa. It 
is stated that the principal cause of the 
closing of the school was the disagree- 
ment betweén the local munagers and 
the members of the faculty. Lectures 
had heen arranged to take place for the 
benefit of the school without first .re- 
ceiving the sanction of the managers. 


Judge Hand, who was mainly instru- 
mental in organizing the school, resigned 
his connection when he understood that 
arrangements were being made in the 
interest of the school without his knowl- 
edge. Jucge Hand was requested to 
withdraw his resignation anil complied 
with the request, but when Dean Trick- 
ett was notified of this he wired a 
reply that the resignation was final and 
that the law schoo! would not any longer 
be conducted in Scranton under the au- 
spices of the Dickinson College. The un- 
fortunate phase of the matter is the fact 
that the students will be unable to se- 
cure their diplomas unless they take a 
course of five months at Cariisle. 


It is possible, however, 
school of law will be established in 
Scranton, as a number of leading at- 
torneys are confident that it would prove 
a great success. The popularity which 
has attached to the late school will be 
a great incentive to the organization 
of a law school. There is every prob- 
ability that the Board of Trade will 
be epproached with a view to ascertain- 
ing whether they would be prepared to 
extend their support to the new project. 
A sum of $3,000 was guaranteed by the 
board in aid of the Dickinson school of 
law, and there is no doubt but that the 
offer will be renewed in case the local 
school is organized. 


that a local 


The Jefferson Law School Company of 
St. Louis, Mo., was incorporated last 
month to establish and maintain an ed- 
ucational institution, to be known as 
the Jefferson Law School. The capital 
stock of the company is $2,500, divided 
into 100 shares of $25 each, fully paid. 
The following hold the stock: A. L. 
Bergfield, thirty-six shares; O. A. Berg- 
field, sixteen shares; J. C. Hopper, six- 
teen shares; Charles H. Schureman, six- 
teen shares; George C. Worth, sixteen 
shares. 





Dr. E. D. Warfield, president of Lafay- 
ette College, visited Scranton, Pa., re- 
cently, to confer with Judge Hand and 
others relative to attaching to the col- 
lege the law school which was started 
and then abandoned by Dickinson Col- 
lege. On Feb. 5 the board of trustees 
of Lafayette meets at Easton, at which 
time the Scranton proposition will be 
considered. 


Judge Samuel O. Prentice and John 
Wurts have been engaged as professors 
in Yiale Law School. Judge Prentice 
will instruct both the junior classes in 
common law and code pleading during 
the next term, and Mr. Wurts, who has 
been teaching the subject of elementary 
law, will continue as regular instructor 
in the place left vacant by the re- 
moval of Judge William C. Robinson to 
Washington. He will also be instructor 
in contracts. 


The regular meeting of the Law Stu- 
dents’ Association of Chester, Pa., was 
held Jan. 16, and after a short business 
meeting O. B. Dickinson addressed the 
students on the subject of “Equity Jur- 
isdiction.’’ The lecture was thoroughly 
enjoyed and very much appreciated by 
the members. The following week 
Messrs. Hannum, Williams, Reaney and 
Sill prepared and read papers on the 
method of procedure in the different 
proceedings assigned them. They took 
up a case and followed it through to 
judgment or settlement. 


Irving Browne, at one time editor of 
the Albany Law Journal, has accepted 
the chair of practice, pleading and evi- 
dence held by the late Charles Theodore 
Russell at the Boston University Law 
School. 


At the last session of the term in the 
Yale Law School, Dean Wayland an- 
nounced that Samuel O. Prentice of 
Hartford will instruct both the junior 
and senior classes in common law and 
code pleading during the next term. 
Judge Prentice will take the position in 
the school formerly held by Judge Fenn 
of Winsted. John Wurts, who has been 
teaching the subjects of elementary ar- 
rangements during the last term, will 
hereafter continue as regular instructor 
in the place left vacant by the removal 
of Judge William C. Robinson to Wash- 
ington, D. C. Mr. Wurts will also be an 
instructor in contracts. This appoint- 
ment is a very popular one. 


Judge James Humphrey of Abilene, 
Kan.. will remove to Lawrence, where 
he will take the place of the late Judge 
Thacher on the faculty of the State 
University Law School. This. with his 
law lectures, will occupy his time. 


The preliminary catalogue of the Uni- 
versity Law School of New York for 
1895-6 thas been issued. It shows a total 
attendance of 521 students. Of these, 45 
belong to the graduate department, 308 
to the afternoon department, and 168 to 
the evening department. The faculty, 
with Chancellor Henry M. MacCracken 
at the head, ineludes seven professors. 
In addition there are eight professors 
in the evening department, eight lec- 
turers, two instructors in the quiz, and 
four instructors in optional course. 
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At a meeting of the Debating Society 
of the senior class of the National Law 
School of Washington, D. C., last month, 
the question, “Resolved, That the Gov- 
ernment should own and operate the 
railroads of the country,’ was discussed 
by Messrs. Randall, Johnson and Smith 
on the affirmative, and Messrs. Lewis, 
O’Farrell and Driggs on the negative. 
The judges were Messrs. Heard, Lowe 
and Bartlett. who rendered a decision 
in favor of the negative. Mr. Heard, on 
behalf of the class, presented to the De- 
bating Society a handsome gavel and 
stand. 

Mr. A. E. Smith of the post-graduate 
class is the president of the Debating 
Society of the Law School, and not Mr. 
F. S. Key Smith, as stated heretofore. 


The Columbian students feel especially 
proud over the appointment of Mr. Car- 
ter B. Keene, the president of the class 
of °95, to the position of private secre- 
tary to Fourth Assistant Postmaster- 
General ‘Maxwell. 


The latest Law School organization at 
Columbian is the “Quintus Quiz Club,” 
composed of members of the junior 
class. Mr. Dwight V. Jones of Nevada 
is president, and Mr. C. C. Wells of Il- 
linois is secretary. 


In a speech delivered before the recent 
meeting of the Alumni Association of 
the university, Mr. Robert H. Martin, 
the secretary of the university, stated 
that the advisability of extending the 
course for the bachelor’s degree from 
two to three years, and the master’s de- 
gree from three to four yeals, has re- 
ceived such consideration by the faculty 
and trustees that the question must be 
answered in the affirmative at no dis- 
tant date. 


The senior class of the Denver Law 
School has perfected its class organiza- 
tion for the year. Mr. Kyle Rucker, 
who seems to be a great favorite with 
his classmates, and who served so well 
last year, was unanimously chosen 
president of the class of "06. Mr. Frank 
McDonough was elected vice-president 
and Miss Nellie D. Oswald elected to 
her old position as secretary. Mr. Ben 
Woodward, the popular librarian of the 
law school, and the bone of contention 
among the ladies, was elected custodian 
of the class funds. 


The moot courts in the law depart- 
ment of the University of West Vir- 
ginia have been organized. There will 
be three courts, a criminal, an equity 
and an appellate court. Robert Stall- 
ings was elected sheriff and John Neth- 
kin deputy sheriff. C. B. Harding was 
chosen clerk of the equity court and H. 
B. McClure of the criminal court. Floyd 
Strader is prosecuting attorney. Here- 
tofore there has been but one court. 


Prof. Samuel Williston of the Harvard 
Law School has been obliged to give up 
his work for the present, owing to a 
temporary breakdown in health. 


The first of a series of quarterly meet- 
ings of the Law Alumni of the State Uni- 
versity of Oregon, located at Portland, 
was held on Dec. 10, with President Dan 
J. Malarkey in the chair, assisted by Sec- 
retary T. S. Potter. There was a fair 
attendance of members, who listened at- 
tentively to the reading of the three pa- 
pers, namely: “On the Torrens System of 
Land Registration Recently Adopted in 
Cook County, Illinois,” by John F. Logan; 
On the Writ of Review and Appeal,” by T. 
Harris Bartlett, and on “The Necessary 
Reforms in Legal Education and Admis- 
sion to the Bar,’ by Otto J. Kraemer, 
the last being a reflection on the 
present laxity in the examination 
of candidates for admission to the 
bar. Mr. Kraemer said that in- 
quiries made of the clerk of the 
Supreme Court showed that since 1893 
no applicant for admission ito the bar 
had been rejected; that when the class of 
1895 was examined the examination 
closed at 5 p. m. and the Supreme Court 
the next morning at 10 a. m. passed on 








the qualifications of 49 applicants, in- 
volving the examination of something 
like 240 pages of legal cap paped, a 
physical impossibility in that short time. 
The result, Mr. Kraemer said, was that 
applicants were admitted with none of 
the requisites of fitness for the duties 
of the profession. A committee was ap- 
pointed to draft a memorial to the Su- 
preme Court asking that such examina- 

tions shall be more stringent. 

> + — 

BOOK REVIEW, 
Citizenship; A Book for Classes in Gov- 
ernment and Law. By Julius H. Seelye, 

D. D., LL. D., late President of Am- 

herst College (18!4). Published by Ginn 

& Company, Boston, Mass. Price, 35 

cents. 

This is a little book of 7S pages, writ- 
ten for the use of young students, but 
interesting and valuable to the advanced 
scholar. The work opens with a succinct 
but comprehensive statement and review 
of the nature, meaning and origin of gov- 
ernment and law, the organism ‘of the 
State, and of interational and national 
law. 

Proceeding to the development of his 
topic, the distinguished author discusses 
the scope and true province of interna- 
tional law in time of peace and in time 
of war, and of national law, under the 
sub-divisions of “The Rights and Duties 
of Government,” “The Rights and Duties 
of the Governed,” “Social Rights and Du- 
ties,” “Individual Rights and Duties” 
and “Natural Relationship.” 

The text is distributed through numer- 
ous sub-heads, making available, as well 
as intelligible, the principles and funda- 
mental doctrine of society, and human 
life. 

We have read the work with care and 
interest, and therefrom regathered a val- 
uable knowledge of the basis on which 
the whole structure of government and 
law must rest, which, as the author well 
says in the preface, “in these times, when 
so many are proclaiming that civil gov- 
ernment is a burden which ought not to 
be borne, we cannot too carefully study.” 
Prof. Seelye has done a valuable service 
to the cause of an enlightened education, 
and to the advancement of essential 
knowledge of and reverence for the 
groundwork of social and civil inter- 
course. We wish that every citizen would 
possess and study this handbook of a cit- 
izens’ rights and obligations. 


Littell’s Living Age, a Weekly Maga- 
zine of Foreign Periodical Literature: 
1896. The announcement of a reduction 
in the price of this famous eclectic, in 
1896, from $8 to $6 a year, will prove of 
more ‘than usual interest to lovers of 
choice literature. Founded in 1844, it 
will soon enter into its fifty-third year 
of a continuous and successful career sel- 
dom equaled. 


This standard weekly is the oldest, as 
it is one of the best, concentrations of 
choice periodical iiterature printed in 
the English language. Those who de- 
sire a thorough compendium of all that 
is admirable and noteworthy in the lit- 
erary world will be spared the trouble 
of wading through the sea of reviews 
and magazines published abroad; for 
they will find the essence of all compact- 
ed and concentrated here. Intelligent 
readers who want to save time and 
money will find it invaluable. It should 
be examined by all in selecting their pe- 
riodicals for the new year. For the 
amount and quality of the reading fur- 
nished, the new price makes The Living 
Age the cheapest as well as the best 
literary weekly in existence. Reduced 
clubbing rates with other periodicals of- 
fer still greater inducemnts. Published 
by Littell & Co., Boston, Mass. 
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The Harvard “Law Review” for De. 
cember contains an analysis of the ep. 
rollment of law students in the Harvarj 
school for the new year. The figures 
show a large increase in the number of 
pupils, and this is accounted for by the 
fact that admission will be more difficu) 
beginning with next year. Under the 
new rules, only persons holding speci. 
fied degrees and persons qualified fo, 
admission to the senior class of the Har. 
vard University will be admitted as cap. 
didates for the degree of Bachelor of 
Laws. All other attendants at the 
school will be admitted only as speciaj 
students, but can obtain the degree by 
obtaining a mark within 5 per cent. of 
that required for the honor degree, or 
by entitling themselves in some other 
way to enrollment as regular pupils 
Nearly 100 of the 466 students now ep. 
rolled would not be eligible candidates 
for the degree under the new rules 
Harvard College has, as usual, the 
largest representation, sixty-four of the 
two hundred and twenty-four members 
of the first-year class peing graduates 
of that institution. There are twenty- 
one Yale graduates in the same class 
The endeavor to raise the Harvan 
school to a higher standard than mos: 
other law schools in its requirements for 
admission and in its course of study has 
not yet had the effect of discouraging 
attendants, but the experience of the 
next few years will show how far the 
new system is popular among those 
seeking admission to the bar. The “Re- 
view” contains articles by Edmund Ben. 
nett, John C. Gray and George W. Pep- 
per. The editorial department, as usual 
shows a greater thought, fullness and 
closer study than are given to _ their 
duties by the editors of the majority of 
law school journals, 


RECENT DEATHS. 


William H. McCall of Saratoga, N. Y 

Col. James P. Neal of Fayetteville, Ark 

A. D. Woods of Warren, Pa., died recently 
John A. Slattery of Cincinnati, Ohio, is dead 
A. T. Guyott of Holyoke, Mass., died Jon, 17 

Arthur Morphy of Napanee, Ont., died recently 
Judge Lawe of Appleton, Wis., died recently 

Judge Charles R. Gentry of Hannibal, M»., is 
dead. 

Bernard Sharkey of Philadelphia, Pa., 
cently. 

John T. Winn of 
cently. 

James Bliss of Long Meadow, Mass., died re- 
cently. 

Judge C. A. 
cently. 

Hon, David R. Hastings of Bangor, Me., died 
Jan. 14. 

Moses G. Hubbard, Sr. 
Jan. 15. 

A. D. Hower of Williamsport, Pa., 
long since. 

Thomas T. Tierney of Clinton, Iowa, died not 
long since. 

Benjamin K. Payne of New York city died early 
last month.. 

Hon. E. H. 
in January. 

Judge George G. Wright of Des Moines, lows, 
died Jan, 11. 

Judge Martin ©. 
died Jan, 21. 

Henry G. 
died Jan. 17. 

Judge Holden N. Green of.Ann Arbor, Mich. 
died recently. 

Ex-Judge Manseau of Manitowoc, 
not long since. 

Frank P. Taylor*of Albany, N. 
suicide recently. 

Judge J. C. Meadows of Opelika, Aia., died 
early in January. 

W. S. Nesbit of Allegheny, Pa., died Jan. 15 of 
spinal meningitis. 

Artistee L. Tissot of New York city died at his 
home in January. 


. A. Hovey of Sherbrooke, Iowa, died at his 
home in January. 


died re 


Athens, Ohio, died very r- 


Sorrier of Atlanta, Ga., died re 


, of Chicago, Ill., died 


died not 


Lane of Burlington, Vt., died early 


Herman of Harrisburg, Pa. 
Edson, Esq., of Burlington, Vt. 
Wis., died 


Y., committed 
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Finley B. Pfaff of Noblesville, Ind., died in 
that cliiy Jan. 1S 

Hon. Willilarn A. McKeighan of Superior, Neb 
died not long ago 
Judge Charlies W 
Cal., died recently 
Judge John A. McGrath of New York 
at his home lately 

Hon. Hezekiah Sanford Bundy of Wellston, 


Ohio, died recently 


Humphreys of Los Angeles, 


city died 


Judge Wi.llam Steele Shurtleff of Boston, 
Mass lied Jar 1S 

Judge William L. Jackson of Louisville, Ky., 
died not ng sin 

Ex-Gov. Edward J. Curtis of Salt Lake City 
Utah, died recently 
rick W. Cole of Butte, Mont., died 


Judge Fred 
t ne ently 


at his tf 
Henry Hazelhurst of Philadelphia, Pa lied 
Jan. 12 f 

Judge Tayl Berry of Amherst, Va., died at 


f Lee, Mass., died from 


lier of Baltimore, Md., died on 
Hiteheock of Bedford, Ind., died at 
his home not ng since, 
Judge William apman of Hillsboro, Ii)... died 
“Jan. 17 at the ce of 78. 
Judge Hamiit Richmond of St. Louis, Mo., 
aged 6, died last month 
Judge L. P 


Reger of Kansas City, Mo., died 
f cancer ear.y 


in January. 
Ex-Judge Bartholomew Keeler of Rochester, 
N, Y., aged 46 years, is dead. 
Judge J. B. Jones of Atlanta, Ga., died at his 
home recently f heart fai.ure, 
Ww. W lon, Q. (., of St. John, N. B., 
Jan, 13 at the age f 66 veare 
Judge J. B. D. Watkins of Minden, 
at his home early in January. 
Herbert Gedney of Middletown, N. 
suddenly at his home recently. 
Judge Henry M. Jones of Clintwood, Va., 
found dead in his office recently. 
August 


. died of 


Ducest Blanchet of Morristown, 
pneumonta Jan, 18. 

Judge S. F. Nisbet of Kansas City, Mo., died 
at his home at the age of 73 years, 

Judge Gavion D. A. Parks of Chicago, Il, 
died at his home at the age of 78 years. 

Judge E. T. Hall ot Davenport, Iowa, died at 
his home not long since after a short iliness. 
_Harlo Hakes, late judge of Steuben County, N. 
Y., died at his home in Hornellsville on Jan. 31. 
Judge William Perin of Sm Louis, Mo., an old 
citizen and a prominent Mason, died recently. 


Judge Daniel Blackman of Chicago, Ill., died 
Jan. 20. He was Circuit Judge of Cass County. 


Col. Kline G. Shryock of Indianapolis, Ind., 
died at his home not long since at the age of 85 
years. 

Capt. James Prentice Butler of Ballston Spa, 
N. Y., died in January at the advanced age of 
8 years. 

Joseph R. Smith, a practicing lawyer of Boston, 
Mass., died recently at his residence at Newton 
Highlands. 

J. A. Kindig of Chicago, IN., died Jan. 11, He 
was a we.l-known lawyer and a friend of James 
A, Gaffield. 

Charles Edward Tracey, a distinguished law- 
yer of New York city, died on Jan. 23 in Colo- 
rado Springs. 

Judge Alpena 8S. D. Woodruff of St. Paul, 
Minn., owner of the celebrated Waukelta ranch, 
died recently, 

Charies H. Hinkel of York, Pa., died recently 
at St. Charles Hotel, Baltimore, from an over- 
dose of poison. 

Richard Morley Harison, a practicing lawyer 
of New York city, died at his home in Astoria, 

I., on Jan. 22. 

James L. T. Fox of Saginaw, Mich., died re- 
cently at his home. He was the oldest member 
of the Saginaw bar. 








on this subject 
Probably no one subject in the Law Schools curriculum has been so noticeably slighted. 
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Hon. William P. Montgomery of Westfield, N. 
J., one of the pioneer settlers of Chautauqua 
County, died recently. 
Chief Judge John M. Robinson of Annapolis, 
Md., died Jan. 14. The eminent jurist had been 
sick only a few days, 


Gen. James C. Veatch of Rockport, Ind., died 
at his home in that city recently He was prom- 
inent in the late war. 

Nathaniel B. Smithers of Wilmington, Del., 
died Jan. 17. Ae a member of the bar no law- 
yer in Delaware stood higher 

George Messersmith Kline ne of the oldest 
and most respected members the bar of Lan-~ 
caster, Pa., died Jan. 16, after a brief illness. 

was 71 years of age, 

Ex-Gov. William R. Marshall of St. Paul, 
Minn., died recently in California, where he had 
gone for the benefit of his healtt He was a man 
of sterling integrity and honored by all. 

Judge William B, Glover of Fairfield, Ct., died 
Jan. 18. He was judge of the Probate Court of 
Fairfield and prosecuting attorney. He was born 
in Philadelphia April 7, 1857, and was a graduate 
of Yale, class of '78. 

William A. Poste of the law firm of Russell, 
Poste & Piercy, at 32 Nassau street, New York 
city, died in the Presbyterian Hospital on Jan. 
21 after an operation for appendicitis had been 
performed in the hope of saving his life. 

Stephen Merrihew, who up t 1802 was a mem- 
ber of the law firm of Wright & Merrihew of 
New York city, died last mont Mr. Merrihew 
was 81 years old. He was insel for the City 
National Bank and several large estates until he 
retired from active practice 

Charles Theodore Russell, father of ex-Gov. 
William L. Russell, died Jan. 16 at his home in 
(Cambridge, Mass. Mr. Russe.l was oorn in Prince- 

m, Mass., in 1815, and was one f the bright- 
est ornaments of the Massachusetts bar. He 
graduated from Harvard and began to practice 
law in Boston, his specialty being admiralty 
cases. He sat in the lower muse of the State 
Legislature in 1844, 1845 and 1850, and in 1851 
Was a member of the State Senate. He had also 
been Mayor of Cambridge, and was a member of 
the American Board of Foreign Missions for sev- 
eral years. 

William W. Upton, ex-judge the Supreme 
Court of Oregon and Second Controller of the 
Treasury during President Hayes’ Administra- 
tion, died in Washington last month. He was 
born at Victor, N. Y., on July 11, 1817, and re- 
moved to Michigan twenty years later, where he 
served in the Legislature until 1852, when he 
went to California. He went on the Oregon Su- 
preme Bench in 1860, becoming Chief Justice in 
1872. In the Presidential controversy of 1876 the 
vote of Oregon being in doubt, the Republicans 
relied wholly on a decision of Judge Upton re- 
garding the power of the Governor to exercise 
judicial functions for the case before the Elec- 
tora] Commission, which subsequently was sus- 
tained. In 1877 he became Second Controller of 
the Treasury, resigning that position eight years 
later, and had since that time practiced law in 
Washington. 


Gen. Francis Bar:ow, once Secretary of State 
for New York, but later Attorney-General, who 
was widely known as a gallant soidier in the 
civil war, a lawyer and a writer on public ques- 
tions, died last month at ne, 30 East Sist 
street, New York city. His death resulted from 
an attack of the grip, which he sustained a year 
ago. Gen. Barlow was born in Brooklyn, Oct. 
19, 1834, and just twenty years later was 
graduated ac the head of his ass from Harvard 
College. He practiced ‘aw in New York city 
previous to the war, but enlis:ed and served with 
great distinction, being severely wounded at An- 
tletam and Gettysburg, and was with Gen. Grant 
through the final campaigns of the Army of the 
Potomac. Gen. Barlow was elected Secretary of 
State for New York in 1865, and after three 
years of service retired to accept the post of 
United States Marshal for the Southern District 
of New York offered him by President Gran:. 
A year later he resigned the place, and in No- 
vember, 1871, was elected Attorney-General of 
the State of New York, serving for two years, 
That closed his poiitical career, and settling 
down in New York he devoted the remaining 
years of his life to the practice of law. 


Gen. Thomas Ewing of New York city was 
struck by a cable car on Jan. 20 and died from 








the resulting injuries on the 22d. He was a 
leading lawyer, well known throughout the coun- 
try for his ability at the bar as well as for his 
distinguished military service during the late re- 
bellion. Gen. Ewing was born in_ Lancaster, 
Ohio, in 1829, and was educated at Brown Uni- 
versity. He was private secretary to President 
Taylor from 1849 to 1850, and subsequently stu- 
died law in Cincinnati, where he began the prac- 
tice of his profession. In 1856 he removed to 
Leavenworth, Kan., and became a member of 
the Leavenworth Constitutfonal Convention of 
1858, and in 1861 was chosen the first Chief Jus- 
tice of the State. He was a delegate to the peace 
conference of 1860. He resigned his judgeship in 
1862, recruited the Eleventh Kansas Regiment. 
was made its colonel and served with distinction 
in the civil war. He was made brigadier-general 
for gallantry at the battle of Baine Grove, in 
March, 1863, and in 1865 was breveted major- 
general of volunteers. After the war Gen. Ewing 
practiced law in Washington, D. C., but returned 
to Lancaster in 1871, and from 1877 to 1881 was 
a member of Congress. In 1879 he was the un- 
successful candidate for Governor of Ohio against 
Charles Foster, afterwards Secretary of State. 
At the close of his last term in Congress Gen. 
Ewing declined a nomination and removed to this 
city, where he practiced law as the head of the 
firm of Ewing, Whittman & Ewing. 

Charles Frederic Williams, the editor of 
the last eight volumes of the American and 
English Encyclopaedia of Law, unquestion- 
ably the greatest production of legal liter- 
ature, died’ on Dec. 20, at the Massachu- 
setts General Hospital in Boston. His 
death was due to paralysis and heart fail- 
ure, following a serious attack of grip. 
from which he suffered last Spring, and 
which, in July, compelled him to desist 
from editorial work, as he thought, and as 
his friends hoped, for only a brief season. 
On Nov. 2 he suffered a shock of paralysis, 
which was immediately followed by sym- 
toms that pronounced his case hopeless. 

Mr. Williams was born in Charlestown, 
Mass., Oct. 31, 1842, and was educated in 
the public schools of Brookline, Mass.. and 
in the Harvard Law School. He was chief 
clerk of the John L. Hayes Tariff Commis- 
sion, and on completion of his duties pre- 
pared the elaborate treatise published by 
Messrs. Soule & Bugbee in 1883, entitled, 
“The Tariff Laws of the United States, 
with Explanatory Notes and Citations from 
the Decisions of the Courts and the Treas- 
ury Department.” His “Index of Cases 
Overruled, Distinguished,” etc., in England 
and America, appeared in 1887. In 1891 
appeared his “Digest of Decisions of the 
Massachusetts Supreme Court,”’ embracing 
volumes 142 and 151 of the Massachusetts 
Reports, and published by Messrs. Banks 
& Brothers as a continuation of ‘““Throop’s 
Massachusetts Digest.’’ His services upon 
the “Federal Digest,’”’ published by Messrs. 
Little, Brown & Co. in 1886, were acknowl- 
edged and commended in the preface of the 
principal compiler, Mr. J. K. Kinney. He 
was afterward one of the principal collab- 
orators of Messrs. Little, Brown & Co.’s 
Annual Digest (now merged in the West 
Publishing Company’s American Digest); 
also of Jacob’s Complete Digest (now sim- 
ilarly superseded). His most important, as 
well as his last, work, however, as is above 
stated, was performed as editor of the “En- 
cyclopaedia of Law,” published by Edward 
Thompson Co., Northport, L. L, N. Y. 

Mr. Williams had a remarkably logical 
mind, and was a man of unusual ability. 
Though dignified and reserved in manner, 
he was direct and courteous in his social 
life, and possessed the lasting respect of 
all who knew him. 








LHE AMERICAN LAW YLR. 








BAR AND LAW LIBRARY ASSOCIATIONS. 





EXECUTIVE OFFICERS. 
AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION 
President—Morefield Storey, Boston, Mass. 
-John Hinkley, 215 N. Charles St., Balti- 
Treasurer—Francis Rawle, 328 Chestnut St., Philadel- 
phia, Pa. 

COMMERCIAL LAW LEAGUE OF AMERICA. 
President—W. C. Sprague, Detroit, Mich. 
Secretary—J. M. Wolfson, New Orleans, La. 

urer—E. W. Sumerwell, New York City. 


STATE ASSOCIATIONS. 


ALABAMA. 

President— 

Secretary and Treasurer—Alex. Troy, Montgomery. 
ALASKA. 


President—J. S. Bugbee, Juneau. 
Secretary—F. D. Kelaey. Juneau. 
Treasurer—J. G. Heid, Juneau. 
ARIZONA. 
President—William Herring, Tucson. 
Secretary—J. W. Crenshaw, Phoenix. 
Treasurer—E. E. E. Ellinwood, Flagstaff. 
ARKANSAS. 
President—M. T. Sanders, Helena. 
—G. W. Shiun, Little Rock. 
CONNECTICUT. 
President—Charles E. Perkins, Hartford. 
Secretary—Charles M. Joslyn, Hartford. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
President—Henry E. Davis. Washingtov. 
Secretary— William M. Lewis, Washington. 
Treasurer—Charles H. Cruger, Washington. 
GEORGIA. 
President— William H. Fleming, Augusta. 
—John W. Akin, Cartersviile. 
Treasurer—Z. D. Harrison, Atlanta. 
IDAHO. 
President—John Ainslie. 
Secretary and Treasurer—Hugh McElroy. 
ILLINOIS. 

President—O. A. Harker, Carbondale. 
Secretary and Treasurer—J. H. Matheny, Springfield. 
IOWA. 
ere & ine. ~ Moines. 
Secretary—J. G. inger, Davenport. 
Treasurer—G. F. Henry, Des Bidies. 


KANSAS. 
President—David Martin. Topeka. 
Secretary—C. J. Brown, Topeka. 
Treasurer—Howell Jones, Topeka. 

KENTUCKY. 
President—Malcolm Yeaman, Henderson. 
Secretary—J. G. Poore, Frankfort. 

LOUISIANA. 
President—J. W. Burgess, Baton Rouge. 
Secretary—T. Sambola Jones, Baton Rouge. 


MAINE. 
President—Charles F. Libby, Portland. 
Secretary and Treasurer—Leslie C. Cornish, Augusta. 
MICHIGAN. 
President—Geo. P. Wanty, Grand Rapids. 
Secretary—Ral ph Stone. Grand Rapids. 
Treasurer—Arthur C. Denison, Grand Rapids. 


MINNESOTA. 
President—W m. J. Hahn, Minneapolis. 
Secretary —E. H. Ozmun, St. Paul. 
Treasurer—D. F. Simpson, Minneapolis. 


MISSISSIPPI. 

Secretary_W R Ha a 
—W. R. Harper, Jackson. 

Treasurer—C. M son. 


MISSOURI. 
President— William C. Marshall, St. Louis. 
Secretary—Selden P. Spencer, St. Louis. 
Treasurer—W. B. Teasdale, Kansas City. 

MONTANA. 
ies —y by ym yoo 
Secretary—Edw . Russell, Helena. 
Treasurer - J. U. Sanders, Helena. 

NEW MEXICO. 

aeons —z. . G. Fitch, Socorro. 


NEW YORK. 
President—Edward G. Whittaker, New York City. 
—L. B. Proctor, Albany. 
Treasurer—A Ibert Hessberg, ‘Aieeng. 
OHIO. 
atest —Z. J. a. 
Secretary — - Arnold, ron. 
Treasurer—L. H. Pike, Toledo. 
OREGON. 
President—Chas. B. Bellinger. 
Secretary—Charles H. Carey, Portiand. 
Treasurer—Chas. J. Schnabel 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
President—Samuel Dikson, Philadelphia. 


Secretary—Edward P. Allison, Philadelphia. 
Treasurer— William Penn Lloyd, Mechanicsburg. 





SOUTH CAROLINA 
President—B F. Whitner, Anderson, 
Seoretary—John P. Thomas, Jr., Columbia. 

TENNESSEE. 
President—Albert D. Marks, Nashville. 
Secretary and Treasurer—Chas. M. Burch, Nashville. 
TEXAS. 
President - W. L. Prather, Waco. 
arles S. Morse, Austin. 
Treasurer— William D. Williams, Fort Worth. 
UTAH. 
President—Jacob S. Boreman, Salt Lake City. 
Secretary—R. B. Shepard, Salt Lake City. 
Treasurer—Elmer B. Jones, Salt Lake City. 
VERMONT. 
President—C. A. Prouty, Newport. 
Secretary—George W. Wing, Montpelier 
Treasurer—Hiram Carleton, Montpelier. 
VIRGINIA. 
President—Robert W. Hughes, Norfolk. 
Secretary and Treasurer—Jackson Guy, Richmond. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 
Seem panes uF Brown, Charlestown. 
Secretary —James W. Ewing, Wheeling. 
Creasurer—W. N. Miller, Pomeubune 
WASHINGTON. 
President—Charles 8 Fogg, Tacoma. 
secretary—Na: han 8S. Porter, Olympia. 
Creasurer—W illiam A. Peters, Seattle. 
WISCONSIN. 
Presiden’— William H. Seaman, Milwaukee. 
secretary—E. P. Vilas, Milwaukee. 
Creasurer— F. B. Van Valkenburg 
——_— -.—___ 


CALIFORNIA. 


D. M. Burnett was elected vice-presi- 
dent of the San Jose Law and Literary 
Society on Jan. 14. The question, “Re- 
solved, That foreign immigration should 
be prohibited,’’ was then debated by G. 
F. Carroll and E. J. Robinson for the af- 
firmative and Leon Straus and M. Wright 
for the negative. The judges were 
Frank Snow, Joseph J. Kennedy and J. 
M. Shield. 

At the annual meeting of the San Fran- 
cisco Bar Association, held Jan. 11, the 
following officers were elected to serve 
for the year 1896: President, Robert Y. 
Hayne; senior vice-president, William H. 
Fifield; junior vice-president, A. C. Free- 
man; recording secretary, E. B. Holla- 
day; corresponding secretary, Warren 
Gregory; treasurer, J. M. Burnett; trus- 
tees, Alfred Wheeler, M. B. Kellogg, E. 
H. Rixford, W. A. Plunkett, W. J. Her- 
rin. 

CONNECTICUT. 


The members of the Fairfield County 
Bar Library heid a meeting on Jan. 10 
and elected the following officers for the 
coming year: President, Samuel Fessen- 
den of Stamford; secretary, William T. 
Haviland; treasurer, Howard H. Knapp; 
librarian, Charles S. Evans. The Exec- 
utive Committee will be composed of 
Judge John H. Perry, L. D. Brewster and 
Curtis Thompson. 


DELAWARE. 


The New Castle County Bar Association 
at its late annual meeting elected these 
officers to serve for the ensuring year: 
John Biggs, president; Willard Saulsbury, 
vice-president, and H. H. Ward, secre- 
tary and treasurer. At the same time 
a meeting of the Law Library Associa- 
tion was held and the following officers 
elected: Willard Hall Porter, president; 
Thomas Davis, vice-president; Artemus 
Smith, secretary and treasurer. The 
members of the Executive Committee for 
the year are: Willard Saulsbury, John 
Biggs, H. H. Ward and George A. El- 
liott. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


The Bar Association of the District of 
Columbia held its annual meeting on 
Jan. 14. Among other business trans- 
acted was the passage of a resolution 
urging Congress to compensate the re- 
porter of the Court of Appeals for his 
work in editing and publishing the vol- 
umes of the decisions of that court, and 
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the President was instructed to trans- 
mit the resolution to the proper commit- 
tee of Congress. The election of offi- 
cers resulted as follows: President, Hen- 
fy E. Davis; first vice-president, Samuel 
Maddox; second vice-president, Job Bar- 
nard; secretary, William Meyer Lewin; 
treasurer, Charles H. Cragin (re-elected); 
Directors, the officers ex officio, and C. A 
Brandenburg, T. W. Birney, John C. 
Heald, S. T. Thomas and Randall Hag- 
ner. 


ILLINOIS. 


The nineteenth annual meeting of the 
State Bar Association was held in Spring- 
field on Jan. 23-24, when the following 
programme was followed: 

The annual address was delivered by 
Judge Oliver A. Harker of Carbondale, 
president of the association, a member of 
the Appellate Court of the Ottawa Dis- 
trict. Judge James H. Cartwright of the 
Supreme Court of Illinois delivered an ad- 
dress entitled “Briefs and Arguments 
that Help the Court,’ which is the out- 
growth of his experience as Judge of the 
Appellate Court for the Second District of 
Illinois. Hon. Martin L. Newell of 
Springfield, Assistant Attorney-General of 
Illinois, and editor of the Appellate Court 
Reports, read a paper on “The Art of 
Writing Law Books.” Hon. James C. 
Courtney of Metropolis. of the Southern 
Illinois bar, discussed “The Unwisdom of 
the Common Law.” Judge Lysander Hill 
of Chicago, formerly of the Supreme 
Court of Virginia, delivered an address 
entitled “The Patent Law, and Its Prac- 
tice.” Judge Henry W. Blodgett of Chi- 
cago gave his “Reminiscences of the 
Early Bar of Chicago.’ Hon. Myron H. 
Beach of the Chicago Bar read a paper 
entitled, “Some Peculiarities in the Law 
of Fire Insurance.” Hon. L. L. Bond of 
the Chicago bar, a paper entitled “‘Copy- 
right Law.” Robert Mather, Esq., Gen- 
eral Attorney of the Chicago, Rock Island 
& Pacific Railway, delivered an address 
on “The Commerce Clause of the Consti- 
tution.” The purposes and work of the 
association were considered in a general 
discussion of the questions, ‘“‘How can the 
Illinois State Bar Association best fulfill 
the purposes of its organization? What 
have we done that we ought not to have 
done? What have we left undone that 
we ought to have done?” 
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In selecting this theme the committee 
were influenced by a desire to make the | 
work of the association truly representa- 
tive of the thought and wishes of the | 
members, and it was the earnest desire | 
of the committee that each member pres- | 
ent give the association the benefit of the 
views he entertained. 

In addition to the special discussion of 
the president’s annual address and the 
purposes and work of the association, all 
the subjects treated in the special ad- 
dresses and committee reports were con- 
sidered and discussed by the association, 
and will be reported in full in a later 
issue. 

The Chicago Bar Association gave a 
reception and banquet on Jan. 17, in 
honor of Presiding Justice E, Gary of the 
Appellate Court. About 150 prominent 
members of the Chicago bar were present. 

President E. H. Gary introduced the 
guest of honor, saying: ‘‘In all his thirty 
years upon the bench in Chicago there has 
been no incident to make us anything 
but proud of him.” 

Judge Gary read an address upon “‘The 
Relation of the Bar to the Appellate 
Court.” Among the guests of the evening 
were: Judge Joseph E. Gary, ex-Judge 
Henry W. Blodgett, Judge Grosscup, 
Henry Wade Rogers, Gen. John C. Biack, 
Judge Willis, Judge Murray, F. Tuley, 
John N. Jewett, Judge Harker, president 
of the State Bar Association; Judge 
Henry M. Shepard, Howard Henderson. 
Henry S. Towle, Frederic 8S. Hibbard, 
Jndges Ball, Hanecy, Brentano, Adams, 
Baker, Windes and Smith. 


IOWA. 


The annual meeting of the Dubuque | 


Bar Association was held recently, and, 
after a report of the secretary was read, 
the election of officers followed, which 
resulted in the lection of Col. D. E. 
Lyon as president, J. B. Powers first 
vice-president and J. H. Shields second 
vice-president. P. 8S. Webster was 
elected secretary, and A. P. Gibbs treas- 
urer. Two new members were added— 
H. B. Smith and C. 8S. Dobs, and a com- 
mittee of three, consisting of William 
Graham, J. B. Powers and Judge Line- 
han, was appointed to examine the new 
code and report at the next meeting. 
After listening to some humorous re- 
marks by Col. Lyon and others, the as- 
sociation adjourned to meet at the call 
of the president. 


W. H. McClure being senior member, 
was elected president of the Blackhawk 
County Bar Association; Vice-President, 
Cc. W. Mullan; Secretary, J. 8. Tuthill; 
Treasurer, O. B. Courtright; Executive 
Committee, L. Alford, O. C. Miller, Judge 
Couch. A constitution and by-laws are 
being prepared. 


KANSAS. 


The State Bar Association held its 
thirteenth annual meeting in Topeka 
on Jan. 15-16. Judge H. L. Alden of 
Kansas City, Kas., president of the 
association, delivered his annual ad- 
dress. W. R. Smith delivered an address 
on the subject, ‘““The Ordinance of 1787.” 
The evening session of the first day was 
devoted to the 
ssociation, delivered by John W. Henry, 
ex-Justice of the Supreme Court of Mis- 
souri. 
Bar” Attorney-General 
was on the programme for an address, 
but he was unable to speak on account 
of a sore throat. 


Judge Wall of Wichita offered a reso- 
lution in favor of a constitutional con- 
vention. Judge Wall, J. D. McCleverty 
of Fort Scott, J. H. Kilpatrick of Leav- 
enworth and M. B. Nicholson of Council 
Grove, spoke for the resolution. Judge 
Garner of the Appellate Court, John W. 
Roberts of Hutchinson and Howell 
Jones of Topeka spoke against it. The 
resolution finally was adopted by a fair 
majority. Hon. A. H. Ellis of Beloit 
discussed “Mistakes of Law and Law- 
yers.” Judge William Thompson of Bur- 
lingame read a paper entitled, ‘“The Pris- 
oner at the Bar.”’ Archie Hogg, of the 


annual address to the | 


His subject was “The Bench and | 
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State University Law School, presented 
@ paper, having been successful in the 
contest for that honor on the programme. 
Hon. A. L. Williams of Topeka read a 
paper upon the subject, “A Jeremiad,” 
and Judge H. C. Sluss of Wichita dis- 
cussed “The Intent of the Framers.” 

The following were elected members 
of the association: J. K. Cubbison, Kan- 
sas City: I L. Betzer, Topeka; W. G. 
Holt, Kansas City; I. O. Pickering, 
Henry E. Valentine, Topeka; 
W. H. Vernon, Larned, and Frank O. 
Johnson, McPherson. 

Officers for the ensuing year were 
elected as follows: President, Chief Jus- 
tice David Martin of the Supreme Court; 
Vice-President, Judge William Thomp- 
son of Burlingame; Secretary, C. J. 
Brown of Topeka; Treasurer, Howell 
Jones of Topeka; Executive Council, A. 
A. Goddard of Topeka, chairman; T. B. 
Wall of Wichita. M. B. Nicholson of 
Council Grove, W. R. Smith of Kansas 
City, and John W. Day of Topeka; Del- 
egates to the Convention of the Ameri- 
can Bar Association, J. H. Gillpatrick 
of Leavenworth, T. F. Garver of Salina, 
and John Milliken of McPherson. 

The annual banquet was given at the 
Copeland Hotel. Sam Kimble of Man- 
hattan presided. Toasts were responded 
to as follows: “‘The Missouri Bar,” Judge 
John W. Henry of Kansas City, Mo.; 
“The Judiciary,” Chief Justice Martin of 
the Kansas Supreme Court; “Where Are 
We At?” L. H. Waters of Great Bend, 
and “Some Things,” J. H. Gillpatrick of 
Leavenworth. 


KENTUCKY. 


A meeting of the Louisville Law Li- 
brary Association was held Jan. 18. The 
meeting resulted in the election of the 
old Board of Directors, follows: 
Byron Bacon, president; George M. 
Davis, E. W. C. Humphrey, W. O. Har- 
ris, Charles B. Seymour. The report of 
the various committees were approved 
and read, and the board adjourned. 


MAINE. 


At the annual meeting of the Waldo 
County Bar Association, held Jan. 8, 
the following officers were elected: Pres- 
ident, Joseph Williamson; Secretary, 
James S. Harriman; Treasurer, George 
E. Johnson; Executive Committee, W. P. 
Thompson, F. W. Brown, Ellery Bowden. 


MARYLAND. 


The Allegany County Bar Association 
has elected the following officers: Presi- 


as 


dent, R. R. Henderson; Vice-President, 
D. J. Blackiston; Secretary, Judge D. 
W. Sloan; Treasurer, John G. Wilson; 


Directors, Joseph Sprigg, W. C. Devecmon 
and A. A. Doub. 

At a meeting of the Bar Association 
of Allegany County the following of- 
ficers were elected for the ensuing year: 
President, D. J. Blackiston; Vice-Presi- 
dent, R. R. Henderson; Secretary, Judge 
D. W. Sloan; Treasurer, John H. Wilson; 
Board of Directors, W. C. Devecmon, 
Gen. Joseph Sprigg and A. A. Doub. 

The York County Bar held its annual 
reunion and banquet at Hotel Thatcher, 


Biddeford, last month. At the business 
meeting these officers were elected: 
President, John W. Goodwin of Bidde- 
ford; treasurer, Gorham N. Weymouth of 
Biddeford; secretary, Hampden Fairfield 
of Saco; executive committee, F. M, Hig- 


gins of Limerick, James E. Hewey of Al- 
fred, Leroy Haley of Biddeford. 
MICHIGAN. 
The next annual meeting of the Michi- 
gan State Bar Assoc‘ation will be held on 
May 13 and 14, 1896, at Grand Rapids. 


| The Committee on I egislation and Law 


Reform will report a completely revised 
set of rules of practice both in law and 
in chancery, and are now engaged in the 
work of preparing their report. The com- 
mittee invites suggestions from the mem- 
bers of the association on the subject of 
practice, and correspondence may be ad- 
dressed to C. L. Collins, Bay City, Mich. 

The association will be favored with 
an address by the Hon. J. Newton Fiero 








of Albany, N. Y. Mr. Fiero is the leader 
in law reform in that State, is Dean of 
the Albany Law School and was presi- 
dent for two years of the New York State 
Bar Association. He is considered by 
many to be the natural successor of 
David Dudley Field in the work of codi- 
fication and kindred branches of law re- 
form, and his address will undoubtedly 
be of great interest to Michigan lawyers. 


MINNESOTA. 


A meeting of the Minneapolis Bar 
Association was held recently in a room 
appropriated to the bar by the Board of 
City Hall and Courthouse Commissioners 
adjoining the main courtroom, looking 
toward taking steps to furnish the room. 
There were about forty attorneys pres- 
ent, Emanuel Cohen being chosen chair- 
man of the meeting. A resolution was 
passed authorizing the chairman to ap- 
point a committee of five to select sub- 
scriptions from members of the bar. It 
was thought that ample furnishings 
could not -be purchased for less than 
$1,000, and for that purpose the com- 
mittee will call for a subscription of $2 
from each member of the bar. 

It is hoped to provide with that 
amount a suitable place where attor- 
neys can wait for cases with comfort 
and consult clients. In addition to chairs 
and tables, rugs will be placed on the 
floors, and a working library, including 
a number of copies in the general stat- 
utes of Minnesota, a complete set of 
Minnesota reports, a set of the digest 
and of the Northwestern Reporter, 
placed on the bookshelves already pro- 
vided. 


MONTANA. 


The Montana State Bar Association 
held its annual meeting in Helena, on 
Jan. 14, with a gathering and interest 
of unusual character. 

Owing to the absence of President O, 
F. Goddard of Billings, ex-Gov. Joseph 
K. Toole, first vice-president, called the 
meeting to order. The reports of officers 
and standing committees were heard 
first. Treasurer J. U. Sanders reported 
that there were $710 in the treasury. 
Secretary E. C. Russel reported for the 
executive committee. The following new 
members were then added to the roll] 
on ballot: Judge W. H. Francis, Mis- 
soula; W. R. C. Stewart, Bozeman; 
George H. Stanton, Great Falls; F. E. 
Stranahan, F. D. Miracle, R. Coombe, J. 
R. McDonald, Lee D Word, Carl Rasch, 
H. J. Casedy, Louis R. Sanders and 
Oliver T. Crane of Helena. 

The following officers were next 
elected: W. H. Francis of Missoula, 
president; E. C. Russel of Helena, sec- 
retary; J. U. Sanders of Helena, treas- 
urer; Vice-Presidents, J. K. Toole, He- 
lena; W. Scailon, Butte; D. M. Durfee, 
Deer Lodge; W. J. Stevens, Missoula; J. 
E. Calloway, Virginia City; A. J. Camp- 
bell, Livingston; C. Loud, Miles 
City; W. S. Hartman, Bozeman. The 
following, with the secretary and tre%s- 
urer, compose the Executive Committee: 
Massera Bullard, Helena; John F. i‘or- 
bis, Butte; H. R. Whitehill, Deer Lodge; 
M. L. Crouch, Missoula; E. C. Day. Liv- 
ingston; W. R. C Stewart, Bozeman, and 
R. Von Tobel, Lewistown. 

Walter S. Heartman of Bozeman read 
a paper on “Disberment Proceedings znd 
the Bar,” Judge W. H. Francis «f Mis- 
soula on “Crime and Criminals,” end 
Col. W. F. Sanders a paper on “The 
Code.” The session closed with a ban- 
quet. 


NEBRASKA. 


The Bar Association of Kearney zave a 
banquet in honor of the retiring District 
Judge, Hon. H. M. Sinclair, on Jan. 4, 
which was largely attended and thor- 
ovghly enjoyed by those present. Mr. 
Ira D. Marston, president of the asso- 
ciation, presided and announced the 
toasts. At his right sat Judge Sinclair 
and on his left sat Judge-elect W. L. 
Greene. The first toast was “The Occa- 
sion, We Meet Fraternally; We Have 
Eaten, Let Us Be Merry,” which was 








THE AMERI 








responded to in an eloquent manner by 
L. P. Main. The second toast, “Irriga- 
tion,” was handled by W. D. Oldham. 
“The Young Members of the Bar—Treat 
Them Kindly, ‘They Be Daniels Come to 
Judgment,’” was responded to by B. O. 
Hostetler. ‘““Woman at the Bar’’ was re- 
sponded to by E. Frank Brown. “The 
State of Nebraska. He Does Not Leave 
Hope Behind Who Enters Here,” by 
Frank E. Beeman, was the next. Judge- 
elect W. L. Greene responded to the 
toast, “The District Judge.’’ ‘“‘Our Guest” 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


The following is the program in full for 
the meeting of the Grafton and Coos Bar 
Association, held in Lancaster, Jan. 51. 
President's address, Hon. Harry Bing- 
ham; annual address, Hon. George W. 


Dale; biographical address, Hon. John G. | 


Wells, by Fletcher Ladd; memoirs, Hon. 


George A. Bingham, by United States | 


Consul James R. Jackson; biographica! 
address, Hon. Jared W. Williams, by 
Hon. Charles R. Corning; biographical 
address, James M. Rex, by Hon. Henry 
O. Kent; address commemorative of 
George A. Cassett, by Hon. C. B. Gordon; 
memoir of Albert Barker, by Thomas F. 
Johnson; review of statutory legislation 
of the use of intoxicating liquors in New 
Hampshire, W. H. Sawyer, Concord; 
oration by Hon. E. P. Jewell of Laconia; 
discussion. “The Applicability of the 
Monroe Doctrine to the Venezuelan Boun- 
dary Dispute.” A banquet was served at 
the Lancaster House in the evening. 
Hon, A. S. Batchellor was toastmaster. 


NEW JERSEY. 


The Essex Bar Association, including 
Newark, ‘has elected for president Will- 
iam B. Guild; first vice-president, Halsey 
M. Barrett; second vice-president, James 
E. Howell; third vice-president, Frederick 
W. Stevens; Secretary, Charles M. Myers; 
treasurer, Malcolm McLear; Board of 
Trustees, Elwood C. Harris, Edward Q. 
Keasby, Howard W. Hayes, Robert H. 
McCarter, Samuel Kalisch and Alexander 
Grant. 

NEW YORK. 


The StateBarAssociation held its eight- 
eenth annual meeting in Albany on Jan. 
21 and 22. On the evening of the 21st 
Hon. Chauncey Depew delivered the an- 
nual address, taking for his subject 
“Patriotism and Jingoism—the Lawyers’ 
Duty.” This address, together with pa- 
pers read at the metings, will appear 
in our issue for next month. 

At the business session on the 22d 
Henry W. Jessup, of New York, read a 
paper on the question, ‘“‘Are Directors of 
Corporations Held to a Sufficient Ac- 
ccuntability ?”’ Richard L. Hand, of Eliz;- 
bethtown, a paper having for its sub- 
ject “Preparations for the Bar.” Ex- 
Senator John J. Linson, of Kingston, who 
was formerly a member of the State 
Statutory Revision Commission, read a 
paper on “Some Needed Improvements 
in Our Statutes and in Statute Mak- 
ing,’ and Professor C. G. Tiedman read 
a paper on “Stare Decis, as Affected by 
the True UDistinction Between Diction 
and Decision.” 

The association unanimously adopted 
a resolution providing for the appoint- 
ment by the president of a committee 
of five to take into consideration the 
subject of an international court of ar- 
bitration along the lines proposed by 
Mr. Depew in his address. The revised 
Monroe Doctrine, as reported in the Sen- 
ate, was discussed and criticised as a 
violation of the established policy of the 
United States, and is likely to lead to 
much international trouble. Moorfield 
Storey of Boston, president of the Amer- 
ican Bar Association, who was called 
upon for an address, declared that the 
United States needed not one foot more 
of territory than it already had, and 
that it also had matters enough to dis- 
pose of without seeking other trouble. 
True patriotism, he said, consisted in 
opposing the present inclination to the 
fostering of a war spirit. 

In the regular course of business came 
‘tthe address of the president, William 
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H. Robinson. In commending the law of 
1895, pertaining to the admission of ap- 
plicants to the bar, he said: “The as- 
sociation had long been of the opinion 
that a rigid and uniform rule should be 
epplied to all applicants, not only as 
a matter of justice to applicants, but as 
a matter of protection to litigants.” He 
gave considerable attention to the neces- 
sity of relieving the Court of Appeale 
from its great stress of work. He point- 
ed out the necessity of restricting the 
number of appeals either by legislative 
enactment or other means. He advo- 
cated the creation of a court for the 
settlemnt of contests for seats in the 
Legislature. This court should be ap- 
pointed from ex-Judges of the Court of 
Appeals or the Supreme Court. 

An able paper on proposed revision of 
the Code of Civil Procedure was read by 
Elbridge L. Adams of Rochester, and 
is given in another part of this issue. 
Papers were also read on the subject by 
William B. Hornblower, Leroy Parker 
and J. Newton Fiero. The discussion on 
the matter occupied two hours, and at 
its conclusion ex-President Fiero offered 
a resolution to the effect that the as- 
sociation recommend the passage of an 
act to empower the Chief Judge of the 
Court of Appeals and the Presiding 
Justices of the several Appellate Di- 


visions to appoint a commission of three 
lawyers, who, under the sanction and 
general supervision of such judges should 
This was unanimously 


revise the code. 
carried. 

The following officers were’ elected: 
President, Edward G. Whittaker, New 
York; vice-presidents, First Judicial Dis- 
trict, Walter S. Logan; Second, Edward 
T. Lovatt; Third, Edwin <A. Bedell; 
Fourth, John D. Wendell; Fifth, Ceylon 
H. Lewis, Sixth, John B. Stanchfield; 
Seventh, Charles T. Saxton; Eighth, John 
E. Pound; secretary, L. B. Proctor; 
treasurer, Albert Hessberg; correspond- 
ing secretary, Amasa J. Parker, Jr.; Ex- 
ecutive Committee—First District, Gil- 
bert R. Hawes, Robert C. Alexander, and 
Elihu Root; Second, William H. Robert- 
son, Irving Brown and Charles F. Cos- 
sive; Third, James A. Betts, Charles J. 
Buchanan and R. G. Parmenter; Fourth, 
Grenville M. Ingalsbee, Jeremiah Kern 
and Charles M. Davison; Fifth, A. B. 
Steele, Elon B. Brown and G. S. Piper; 
Sixth, Francis R. Gilbert, John A. Rey- 
nolds and Albert F. Gladding; Seventh. 
Nathaniel Foote, Charles McLouth and 
Fred -W. Noyes; Eighth, Porter Norton, 
S. H. Lincoln and Tracey Becker. 


At the annual meeting of the Bar As- 
sociation of New York city, held last 
month, the following officers were elected: 
President, Joseph Larocque; vice-presi- 
dents, Austin Abbott, Cephas Brainerd, 
William B. Hornblower, Daniel G. Rol- 
lins, Edmund Wetmore; recording secre- 
tary, Silas B. Brownell; corresponding 
secretary, David B. Ogden; treasurer, 8S. 
Sidney Smith; Executive Committee 
(Class of 1898), George H. Adams, Ed- 
ward C. Henderson, Charles A. Peabody, 
Jr.. Henry W. Taft, Henry Galbraith 
Ward; Committee on Admissions (Class of 
1898), Charles L. Atterbury, Samuel B. 
Clarke, Edmund Coffin, George C. Korbe, 
George A. Strong, David J. H. Wilcox, 
Egerton L. Winthrop, Jr. 

The following candidates for admission 
to the association were also elected: John 
J. Delany, Francis B. Swayne, Alphonse 
H. Alker, Herbert L. Satterlee and Louis 
Hicks. S. Sidney Smith presented the 
treasurer's report. The Executive Com- 
mittee reported that at the last annual 
meeting the amount in the treasury was 
$46,504.49. The gross receipts since then 
had been $323.609. The amount con- 
tributed for the library had been $3,800, 
and the number of volumes in the library 
was 49,531, an increase for the year of 
3,826 volumes. 

The present membership of the asso- 
ciation is 1,394, a net increase of ninety- 
seven for the year. Fifteen members 
have died in the last year, the last of 
these being Gen. Francis C. Barlow. 

The association referred to the commit- 
tee on the amendment of the laws the 
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proposed revision of the Code of Ciy 
Procedure and the report of the commis. 
sion to recommend changes in the meth. 
vds of legislation. 

The committee on the new building for 
the association reported progress, and 
said that the association would probably 
be able to occupy the new building jp 
Fifth avenue, between 43d and 44th 
streets, early in the Spring. 

The Steuben County Bar Association 
has been incorporated, the articles having 
been filed with the Secretary of State. 
The following attorneys constitute the 
trustees for the first year: E. D. Mills, 
Corning; D. M. Darrin, Addison; Monroe 
Wheeler, Hammondsport; John F. Little 
and William H. Nichols, Bath; Shirley E, 
Brown and Edwin L. Dolson, Hornells- 
ville; Jay K. Smith. Prattsburg; Henry 
V. Pratt, Wayiand., 

The annua] meeting of the Utica Law 
Library Association was held on Jan. 13. 
The report of the secretary showed that 
there are now 7,000 volumes accessible to 
those using the library, including the 
1,000 volumes owned by Judge Merwin. 
Eight new members were elected. The 
following Board of Trustees was elected: 
P. C. J. De Angelis, R. O. Jones, J. T. A. 
Doolittle, G. E. Dennison, W. J. Kernan, 
C. .A. Talcott, W. A. Mateson, W. K. Har. 
vey, Eugene Stearns, The trustees or- 
ganized as follows: 

Mr. De Angilis, president; Mr. Doolittle, 
vice-president; Judge Harvey, secretary; 
Mr. Stearns, treasurer. 

The standing committees were chosen 
as follows: Legal—Messrs. Calder, Cook- 
inham. Lindsley, Judge Dunmore, Dis- 
trict-Attorney Klock. Purchasing Books 
—Judge Coxe, Judge Merwin, William 
Kernan, C. D. Adams, J. E. Brandegee, 
Rules—T. S. Jones, N. E. Kernan, Fincke, 
W. E. Lewis. Membership—F. G. Finck, 
W. E. Lewis, L. W. Kernan. Printing— 
R. O. Jones. Necrology—C. A. Miller, J. 
De .P. Lynch. H. A. Davis. 


OHIO. 


The Dayton Bar Association, by resolu- 
tion for dissolution, went out of exist- 
ence on Jan. 7, and in its stead the Day- 
ton Law Library Association was formed. 
The directory of the new association is 
Messrs. John A. McMahon, John M. 
Sprigg, E. L. Rowe, O. M. Gottschall, 


George R. Young, S. H. Carr, and Will- 


iam Craighead. The officers are: Presi- 
dent, John A. McMahon; vice-president, 
George R. Young; treasurer, S. H. Carr, 
and secretary, Carl W. Lenz. 


Officers for the ensuing year were 
elected by the Springfield Law and 
Library Association at the meeting of the 
association on Jan. 7. The old officers 
were all re-elected as follows: President, 
A. P. L. Cochran; vice-president, John L. 
Zimmerman; secretary, John C. Bassett; 
treasurer, W. W. Witmeyer; librarian, 
O. H. Miller; trustees, F. M. Hagan, Os- 
car T. Martin, J. K. Mower, W. W. 
Keifer, J. Elden Bowman, Judge Rockel 
and Circuit Judge A. N. Summers. 

The Richland County Law Library As- 
sociation of ‘Mansfield filed its articles of 
incorporation on Jan. 10. 

The Toledo Law Association met on 
Jan. 6 and elected the following board 
of directors: F. L. Geddes, R. H. Baker, 
E. D. Potter, Jr., Geo. H. Beckwith, G. 
W. Kinney, L. K. Parks 

A meeting of the Executive Committee 
of the Toledo Bar Association was held 
on Jan. 2, at the office of W. H. A. Read. 
president. Hon. J. M. Ritchie was 
elected chairman and J. A. Barber was 
elected secretary.. The following com- 
mittees were appointed: 

Law Reform—Hon. Chas. Pratt, C. §. 
Ashley, Hon. Frank Hurd, E. W. Toler- 
ton and A. L. Smith. 

Grievances—Col. H. 8. Bunker, T. N. 
Tracy, C: T. Lewis, W. H. A. Read, Bar- 
ton Smith, T. J. McDonnell. : 

Admissions—R. L. Holbrook, J. E. 
Pilliod, J. T. Greer, George Kirby, E. L. 
Twing. 

The attorneys of Ottawa County met in 
Pt. Clinton recently and organized 4 
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County Bar Association, to be known as 
the Ottawa County Law Library Asso- 
ciation. It will be incorporated. .The 
following officers were elected: President, 
¢. I. York; secretary, Scott Stahl; treas- 
yrer, S. P. Alexander; trustees, Scott 
Stahl, C. I. York, G. A. True, E. G. Love 
and S. P. Alexander. The library of the 
jate Hon. T. J. Marshall will be leased, 
and other books added, the whole placed 
in the old Surveyor’s office at the court- 
house and @ librarian appointed. The 
members of the association, Judges and 


court officials will be the only persons | 


who will have access to the library. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


The Washington County Bar Associ- 
ation held a meeting on Jan. 13 and 
elected the following officers: 
Wilson, president; 8. Sprowls, vice- 
president; Samuel Armspoker, secretary, 
and J. C. Wilson, treasurer. 

The Clearfield County Law Association 
at a meeting held last month, elected 
the following officers for the ensuing year: 
President, Hon. Cyrus Gordon; vice- 
president, Hon. J. B. McEnally; treas- 
urer, Oscar Mitchell; secretary, B. F. 
Chase; Executive Committee, Hon. D. L. 
Krebs, and W. C. Pentz; W. Irvin Shaw, 
Allison O. Smith and George K. Bigler. 

The annual meting of the Chester 
County Bar Association was held on Jan. 
6. The election of officers to serve for 
the ensuing year resulted as follows: 
President, William M. Hayes; secretary, 
William T. Barber; treasurer, Thomas 
Lack; librarian, Col. A. McC. Holding; 
Executive Committee, John J. Pinker- 
ton, A. P. Reid and J. F. E. Hause. 

The annual banquet of the Bucks 
“County Bar Association took place in 
Doylestown Jan. 4. The president of the 
association, N. C. James, presided. The 
lawyers had a delightful time, but in- 
dulged in no speech making. At a meet- 
ing of the association held before the 
banquet took place the old officers of the 
association, president, Nathan C. James; 
vice-president, John L. Du Bois, and 
secretary and treasurer, Henry O. Har- 
ris, were re-elected. 


UTAH. 


The Territorial Bar Association held 
its annual meeting in Salt Lake City on 
Jan. 13, President J. G. Sutherland in 
the chair. Judge Sutherland read his 
annual address, taking for his topic 
“Some Reflections on the Admission of 
Utah to Statehood.” John M..Zane then 
read a paper on “The Constitution of 
Utah.” / 

The applications of H. C. Edwards, B. 
H. Jones and R. N. Baskin for member- 
ship were referred to the executive coun- 
cil. 

Treasurer E,. B. Jones reported receipts 
from membership fees for the past year 
$550; dues, $144; total receipts, $694. 
Paid out for banquet and all other ex- 
penses, $546.36, leaving balance on 
hand of $147.65. The following officers 
were chosen: President, Judge Jacob 8. 
Boreman; vice-presidents, Judges of the 
seven judicial districts, with Judge Og- 
den Hiles alone as vice-president from 
the Third District; secretary, C. S. Kin- 
hey; treasurer, E. O. Lee; executive 
council, Messrs. P. L. Williams, John M. 
Zane, James H. Moyle, E. M. Allison and 
Andrew Howat; Grievance Committee, 
James A. Williams, C. S. Varian, A. T. 
Schroeder; delegates to the American 
Bar Association, Judge J. G. Sutherland, 


' . Richards and Judge John A. Mar- 
shall, 


VERMONT. 


An adjourned meeting of the Vermont 
r Association was held in Montpelier 
on Jan. 14 to discuss the report on the 
Modification of the Vermont sysem and 
practice recommended by C. M. Wilds, 
Joel Baker and Judge L. M. Read, the 
Committee on Jurisprudence and Law 

orm appointed at the regular an- 
nual meting in October last. Printed 
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copies of this report were previously 
sent to members of the association. It 
recommend, in substance, the Massa- 
chusetts form of procedure, and a sys- 
tem substantially like that of the Field 
Code of New York State. Major J. H. 
Watson of Bradford and John Young of 
Newport were added to the committee 
and the matter was discussed by C. 
M. Wilds of Middlebury, Joel C. Baker of 
Rutland, Judge L. M. Read of Rocking- 
ham, W. P. Stafford of St. Johnsbury, 
John Young of Newport, J. H. Watson 
of Bradford, E. L. Waterman of Brattle- 
boro, 8S. C. Shurtleff of Montpelier, J. 
W. Gordon of Barre and others, and the 
meeting adjourned to the first day of 
the May term of Supreme Court. 


WASHINGTON. 


A number of the younger attorneys of 
Spokane on Jan. 6 organized the Junior 
Spokane Bar Association. The object of 
this association is to bring together the 
young men in the legal profession for 
their mutual improvement and enter- 
tainment. Voting membership will be 
restricted to admitted attorneys. Meet- 
ings wil be held each Monday evening. 


WISCONSIN. 


Members of the Racine County Bar 
held a meeting in Racine recently for 
the purpose of taking preliminary steps 
to organize the Racine County Bar As- 
sociation. Walter C. Palmer, Wallis In- 
galls and M. W. Heck were appointed 
a committee to devise plans, and the 
committee was to report at a meeting 
to be held later. 


B. K. Miller, Sr., gave the Milwaukee 
Law Library Association a Christmas 
present of $5,000. The check was re- 
ceived by President Samuel Howard of 
the association and he at once notified 
the directors of the gift and called a 
meeting of the board. All the members 
of the board except Mr. T. J. Pereles, 
who was out of town, were present and 
a resolution was adopted thanking Mr. 
Miller for his generous gift and stating 
that it marked the beginning of a new 
career of prosperity for the library. 

Mr. Miller’s check was accompanied 
by the following letter: 

“Inclosed herewith find my check to 
the order of the Milwaukee Law Library 
Association for $5,000, which I request 
shall be expended upon the direction of 
its board of directors for the benefit of 
the association as follows: 

“First—For the purchase of the last 
revised or compiled statutes of the 
United States and of each State and Ter- 
ritory, and the session laws since such 
revision or compilation. 

“Second—For the purchase of the di- 
gests of the decisions of the courts of 
the United States and of the courts of 
last resort in each of the States and 
Territories. 

“Third—The residue for the purchase 
of text books. 

“I believe this application of the fund 
will make the library of greater value to 
the members of the profession. As the 
partners of the firm of Finches, Lynde & 
Miller, which was composed of Mr. Asahe 
Finch, Mr. William P. Lynde, Mr. Henry 
M. Finch. and myself. were the earliest 
subscribers to the stock of the associa- 
tion, and greatly interested in its suc- 
cess, I request that the books purchased 
with the above amount be marked with 
the name of Finches, Lynde & Miller, 
in addition to the usual library mark. 
Very truly yours, 

“B. K. MILLER.” 


CANADA 


The Junior Bar Association of St. John, 
N. B., met on Jan. 18 and adopted a con- 
stitution. Every young barrister is 
eligible for membership, but when he 
shall have been practicing fifteen years 
he becomes an honorary member and 
ceases to vote. The officers are: G. G. 
Ruel, president; John L. Carleton, vice- 
president; <A. G. Blair, Jr., secretary- 
treasurer; D. Mullin, H. A. McKeown, H. 
F. Puddington and J. B. M. Baxter, mem- 
bers of council. Meetings will be on the 
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second Saturday of each month from 
October to May. 


The members of the Ottawa County 
Bar had a most enjoyable time on Jan. 
8, when Mr. Fleming, Q. C., gave a ban- 
quet in their honor, which took place in 
Rouleau’s Hotel, Hull. Those present 
were Hon. Judge Gill, Montreal; J. M. Mc- 
Dougall, Q. C.; T. P. Foran, Q. C.; Mr. 
Rochon, Q. C.; C. B. Major, Mr. Mc- 
Mahon, L. N. Champagne, A. McConnell, 
Henry Aylen, Jules Beauset, W. H. Ken- 
ny, A. G. Gordon and J. S. Brooks. 

The annual meeting of the Hamilton 
Law Association was held Jan. 7, E. Mar- 
tin, Q. C., in the chair. The report of the 
secretary, Thomas Hobson, showed the 
present membership to be 71. The num- 
ber of volumes in the library is 2,836, of 
which 65 were added during 1895. The 
annual fees paid in amount to $342.50. 
All liabilities have been paid except a 
loan of $400 due the Law Society. The 
following officers were elected: E. Mar- 
tin, Q. C., president; F. Macelcan, Q. C., 
vice-president; W. F. Burton, treasurer; 
Thomas Hobson, secretary; E. Furlong, 
William Bell, P. D. Crerar, S. F. Lazier, 
Q. C., and George Lynch-Staunton, trus- 
tees; legislative committee, S. F. Lazier, 
Q. C., A. Bruce, Q. C., T. H. A. Begue, the 
president, vice-president and secretary, 
with power to add to their number. 


The annual meeting of the Bar Asso- 
ciation of Western Ontario was recently 
held in London, Ont., the president, Mr. 
Matthew Wilson, Q. C., of Chatham, in 
the chair. The attendance was jarge. 
The report of the secretary, Mr. Percy 
Moore, London, showed that _ thirty- 
four sittings of the Weekly High Court 
had been held here during the year, at 
which seventy-eight motions were heard. 
Though the working of the court had 
been on the whole satisfactory, the use- 
fulness of the act had been greatly im- 
paired by the ommission of a provision 
which would enable practitioners in west- 
ern counties to make motions as of right 
in London, and by the necessity of mak- 
ing in Toronto all. motions in which in- 
fants and idiots are interested. The com- 
mittee suggested an amendment to the 
act providing that where the solicitors 
for all parties reside in Essex, Kent, 
Lambton, Middlesex, Elgin, Perth or 
Huron, they may make the motion as 
of right in London, without going to To- 
rorito, and without asking consent of ad- 
versaries. The committee also consid- 
ered that reporters should be provided for 
all county courts and sessions and 
county judges’ criminal courts, and 
where deemed necessary by the Crown 
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Attorney for magistrates’ courts. Mr. 
George C. Gibbons, Q. C., moved that in 
the opinion of the meeting the time had 
come when an official guardian resident 
therein should be appointed for the coun- 
ties of Perth, Huron, Middlesex, Elgin, 
Kent, Essex and Lambton, and that the 
Inspector of Public Prisons and Public 
Charities should be represented by a so- 
licitor resident in one of the said coun- 
ties, in respect of estates of lunatics in 
those counties, that such infants’ and 
lunatics’ estates would be more econom!I- 
cally administered, and with better re- 
sults, under the supervision of a local 
guardian or solicitor, as the case might 
be. The resolution was carried unani- 
mously. The bars of all western coun- 
ties will be urged to assist in obtaining 
these amendments. The meeting also re- 
solved that county judges should have 
power to issue and continue injunctions 
where the solicitors for all parties reside 
in the county, subject to the power of 
the Judge of the High Court to dissolve 
or vary the injunction. The following 
officers were elected: President, Mr. Mat- 
thew Wilson, Q. C., Chatham; first vice- 
president, Mr. M. D. Fraser, London; 
second vice-president, Mr. A. H. Clark, 
Windsor; secretary-treasurer, Mr. Dun- 
can Stewart, London. The midsummer 
meeting will be held in Stratford in July. 


LAWYERS. 
Where they are— What they are doing— What is said 


of them—Change in partnerships —Removals— 
Professional news items. 








NEW ENGLAND STATES. 


Montpelier, Vt.—At a recent session of 
the Supreme Court of Vermont M. H. 
Alexander, attorney, was formally dis- 
barred. He pleaded “nolo contendere” 
to the charges of malpractice. This is 
the second disbarment within the last 
year in the State of Vermont. 

Bennington, Vt.—Clarence P. Mills, a 
promising lawyer of this city, and Miss 
Virginia T. Scarborough, also of this 


place, were united in marriage on Jan. 9. 
—_—_— 


MIDDLE STATES. 


Milford, Del.—William Mitchell of Mil- 
ford, a prominent Republican politician 
and chairman of the Republican Com- 
mittee of Pike County, has received a 
commission from Governor Hastings ap- 
pointing him to the office of Associate 
Judge of this county, recently left va- 
cant by the death of Milton Dimmick 
Mott. 

Jersey City, N. J.—The law firm of 
Parmly, Olendorf & Fisk has been dis- 
solved by mutual consent. Mr. Parmly 
will practice at 160 Broadway, New York 
city, Mr. Olendorf will remain with the 
New Jersey Title Guarantee and Trust 
Company and Mr. Fisk and Mr. Alan L. 
McDermott have formed a copartnership 
in the practice of law under the firm 
name of McDermott & Fisk, with offices 
in the Hudson County Bank Building, 
243 Washington street, Jersey City. 

New Brunswick, N. J.—The law firm 
of Van Cleef, Daly & Woodbridge has 
been dissolved. Each partner will con- 
tinue to practice individually. 


Albany, N. Y.—Udelle Bartlett of 
Sandy Creek has been appointed by Gov. 
Morton to succeed Senator-elect N. N. 
Stranahan as District Attorney of Os- 
wego County. 

Albany, N. Y.—The law firm of Sted- 
man, Thompson & Andrews dissolved on 
Jan. 1. Mr. David A. Thompson and Mr. 
Arthur L. Andrews then formed a part- 
nership of their own, Mr. George L. Sted- 
man associating himself with his son, 
George W. 

Albany, N. Y.—The Court of Appeals 
convened on Jan. 6, for the January 
term, when the two new judges, Celora 
E. Martin of Binghamton, who was se- 
lected to succeed Judge Finch, whose 
term had expired, and Irving C. Vann of 
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Syracuse, who succeeded Judge Peck- 
ham, who was recently selected by Pres- 
ident Cleveland for a place on the bench 
of the United States Supreme Court, 
took their seats. 


Brooklyn, N. Y.—De Lancy F. Nichols 
and B. F. Chadsey have established a 
law firm under the name of Nichols & 
Chadsey, and have engaged offices in the 
Germania Building. 


Brooklyn, N. Y.—Frank Sperry has 
been appointed assisiant corporation 
counsel. He is a lawyer of excellent 
standing. It is reported that Mr. Sperry 
will, during the session of the Legisla- 
ture, be stationed much of the time at Al- 
bany to watch the progress of bills af- 
fecting the city and to appear on behalf 
of the Mayor either to advocate or op- 
pose measures before the committees. 


Brooklyn, N. Y.—Joseph A. Burr suc- 
ceeds A. G. McDonald as corporation 
counsel, entering upon the discharge of 
his duties Feb. 1. His time is for two 
years, and the salary of the office is $10,- 
000 a year. Mr. Burr is the senior mem- 
ber of the firm of Burr, Coombs & Wilson, 
one of the incorporators and at present 
president of the Brooklyn Bar Associa- 
tion, and is a lawyer of acknowledged 
ability, as well as of popular qualities. 
The local bar is outspoken in its ap- 
proval of the appointment. 


Brooklyn, N. Y.—L. Victor Fleckles and 
J. Hunter Lack, two enterprising and 
energetic young Brooklyn lawyers, have 
recently formed a@ partnership under the 
firm name of the Equitable General Law 
and Collection Co., with handsome offices 
in the Brooklyn Trust Company Build- 
ing, at 177 and 179 Montague street. Mr. 
Fieckles was for sOme years an active 
and successful newspaper worker, a 
prominent member of the Booth Dramat- 
ic Association and is at present secre- 
tary to one of the most prosperous coun- 
cils of the Royal Arcanum—the Washing- 
ton Irving. Mr. Lack is a clever real es- 
tate lawyer, a hard worker and a very 
popular advocate generally. The Equi- 
table General Law and Collection Com- 
pany is meeting with deserved success. 


Brooklyn, N. Y.—George F. Elliott and 
the members of his law firm, Elliott, 
Jones, Breckenridge & Dater, with the 
employees of the office, tendered Rollin A. 
Breckenridge a complimentaray dinner on 
Jan. 31, in honor of the appointment of 
Mr. Breckenridge as Assistant Corpora- 
tion Counsel, upon the duties of which 
office he entered Feb. 1. In opening the 
speechmaking, Mr. Elliott paid a glowing 
tribute to the guest of the evening, and 
said that if Mr. Breckenridge was as 
faithful in the performance of his duty as 
he had been in his duties ‘n the speaker’s 
office the Corporation Counsel would find 
he had made no mistake in his appoint- 
ment. Other toasts were: “Our Associ- 
ation,” Henry M. Dater; “Our Aspira- 
tions,” Dr. Carl H. Peck; “Our Colleague,” 
Jay 8S. Jones. Mr. Breckenridge spoke 
to the toast “Our City.” Samuel J. Ben- 
nett spoke for “The Press,” The toast 
“The Ladies” was responded to by Henry 
P. Burr. Those present were: George 
F. Elliott, Rollin A. Breckenridge, Jay 
S. Jones, Henry M. Dater, Edwin A. Wil- 
liams, Charles R. Peck, George T. Booth, 
William Schneckenberger, Malcolm Tay- 
lor, Samuel Jerome Bennett, Henry P. 
Burr and George A. Logan. 

Elmira, N. Y.—A new law firm was es- 
tablished in this city at the begin- 
ing of this year. The old law firm of 
Spencer & Mills was mutually dissolved 
by Judge George T. Spencer withdrawing 
and retiring from the practice of law, on 
account of age, as heis over 80 and has 
practiced law for over fifty years in this 
city. He has a brilliant record. Recorder 
William J. Tully will form a copartner- 
ship with E. D. Mills under the title of 
Mills & Tully. 

Fulton, N.Y.—The dissolution of the law 
firm of Stranahan & Spencer took place 
recently by mutual consent. 


R 


Lansingburg, N. Y.—P. Roemer Chap. 
man has been elected Village Attorney o 
this place. 

Matteawan, N. Y.—Benjamin Deyo, a 
Newburg lawyer, was waylaid on Jan, 3 
by two men, who robbed him of his wate) 
and chain and $30. He was severely 
beaten and has a bad cut on his face, 

New York City, N. Y¥.—Mr, Esek Cowey 
has become a member of the well-known) 
law firm of Wing, Putnam & Burling. 
ham. 

New York City.—The firm of Varnum 
& Harison is dissolved by the death of 
Mr. Richard M. Harison, the junior part. 
ner. ‘ 
Stetson, Tracy, Jennings & Russell, syc. 
cessor of the well-known firm of Bangs, 
Stetson, Tracy & Mac Veagh, of whic) 
firm President Cleveland was a member 
during the interim of his incumbency of 
the Presidential chair, is dissolved by the 
death of Mr. Tracy, as elsewhere re. 
corded. It is understood that the per. 
sonnel of the firm will not be otherwise 
changed. 

Ewing, Whitman & Ewing, one of the 
best known firms of this city, lost its 
senior member by death last month and 
will be reorganized. 

Butler, Stillman & Hubbard becomes 
Butler, Notman, Joline & Mynderse, 
Messrs. Stillman and Hubbard retiring 
from practice and Edward Kent remoy- 
ing to Denver, Col., where he will con- 
tinue practice. 

Anthony Gref becomes a member of 
Cowen, Dickerson & Brown, and there 
may be other changes in the firm in the 
near future. 

The death of Gen. Francis C. Barlow 
dissolves the tirm of Barlow & Murray. 

The firm of Martin & Smith has done 
what it should have done twenty-five - 
years ago, upon the death of Augustus 
M. Smith—changed the firm name. The 
English custom of doing business on the 
reputation of dead men has never ob- 
tained’ in this country, and we hope it 
never will. The firm is now Duer, 
Strong & Jarvis. Aaron Pennington 
Whitehead retains his connection with the 
firm as counsel. It is a wonder thata 
man of Mr. Strong’s ability should have 
been content to remain buried out of 
sight so long. 

Miller, Peckham & Dicson have ad- 
mitted Russell Walden, Rufus W. Peck- 
ham, Jr., and James G. King as part- 
ners. 

Mrs, Clara Foltz, who was a practicing 
attorney and counselor-at-law in San 
Francisco for fifteen years, has come to 
this city and opened an office in the 
Temple Court, for the purpose of con- 
ducting a general law business. Among 
the men who have vouched for her abil- 
ity and fidelity as a lawyer are Gov. 
Budd of California, Chief Justice Beatty 
of the Supreme Court of California, 
United States Senator George C. Perkins, 
Congressman James G. Maguire and 
Mayor Adolph Sutro of San Francisco. 
Mrs. Foltz is a sister of Charles M. 
Shortridge, the editor and proprietor of 
the San Francisco Call. 

Brown & Sheehan, with offices at 258 
Broadway, have dissolved partnership. 

The firm of Russell, Poste & Piercy of 
32 Nassau street is dissolved by the 
death of William A. Poste, which oc- 
curred on Jan. 21. , 

Fletcher, McCutchen & Brown is the 
name of a law firm organized since the 
first of the year. The individuals com- 
prising the firm are George H. Fletcher, 
Samuel St. J. McCutchen and Alfred 
Lockwood Brown. Mr. Warren G. 
Brown is counsel. The offices of the firm 
are at 170 Broadway. 

Justice Frederick Smyth was given @ 
dinner at the Hotel’ Savoy last month 
by many friends who are pleased by his 
return to the bench. Judge Fitzgerald of 
the General Sessions Court presided. 
Justice Smyth had the seat of honor, and 
District-Attorney John R. Fellows sat on 
his left. Among those present at the d'n- 
ner were Judge Cowing of General Ses- 





sions, ex-District-Attorney De Lancey 
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Nicoll, Assistant District-Attorneys 
Weeks, V. M. Davis, McIntyre, O’Hare, 
‘Townsend and Osborne. 

The rooms were decorated with orchids, 
roses and other flowers. The centrepiece 
on the table was a pastry tower of Jus- 
tice, and the sorbet was served in a hand- 
some counterfeit book of law, with a 
judge's gavel. 

The speaking. was informal. Judge 
Fitzgerald said that the dinner was a 
greeting to Justice Smyth on his return 
to the bench of New York. He said that 
just one year ago almost the same men 
gave a dinner at the Waldorf Hotel to 
Recorder Smyth as a parting token of 
their esteem. That dinner had one sad 
feature, that of bidding good-bye; this 
time there was occasion for rejoicing. 

Justice Smyth told the diners how 
pleased he was to have their kindly 
wishes. He trusted that his judicial ac- 
tions would continue to give satisfac- 
tion to the community. 

District-Attorney Fellows spoke about 
the good work done by Recorder Smyth 
when on the bench. He said the people 
were to be congratulated in having such 
an impartial and fearless man assigned 
to the administration of the criminal law. 

De Lancey Nicoll and Assistant Dis- 
trict-Attorney Bartow S. Weeks also 
made short speches. 

Ex-Judge William H. Arnoux retired 
on Jan. 1 as a member of the law firm 
of Arnoux, Rich & Woodford, with which 
he had been connected for twenty-five 
years. Mr. Arnoux was entertained at 
Delmonico’s at a dinner given by Gen. 
Stewart L. Woodford and Mr. Rich, his 
partners, and several of their friends. 

The guests included Joseph Larocque, 
Joseph H. Choate, Wheeler H. Peckham, 
William B. Hornblower, ex-Judge John 
F. Dillon and ex-Judge Reynolds of 
Brooklyn. 

There were some very pleasant speeches, 
and the dinner was an unusually pleas- 
ant affair. Ex-Judge Arnoux will make 
an extended trip in Europe. 

The name of the new firm succeeding 
that thus dissolved is Ritch, Woodford, 
Borec & Wallace. 

Mortimer E. Ruger, junior clerk in the 
Law Department, and David R. Daly, a 
clerk in the same department, resigned 
Jan. 2, the former to enter a law office, 
and the latter to become clerk to Judge 
Giegerich of the Supreme Court. 


Poughkeepsie, N. Y.—Martin Heer- 
mance, one of the leading lawyers of this 
city, has been elected president of the 
State Board of Assessors. 

Saranac Lake, N. Y.—The firm of Beck- 
with, Botsford & Coats has been dis- 
solved by mutual consent. 

Syracuse, N. Y.—Frank Hiscock of the 
firm of Hiscock, Doheny” & Hiscock has 
been named by Gov. Morton to succeed 
Justice Irvine G. Vaun on the bench of 
the Supreme Court, Justice Vaun having 
been named to succeed Rufus W. Peck- 
ham on the Court of Appeals. 

Syracuse, N. Y.—A complimentaray 
dinner to W. W. Van Brocklin and H. 
L. Cole, the retiring Justices of Sessions, 
was given by a number of attorneys. An 
elaborate menu was served, after which 
Frank Hopkins, of the firm of Hopkins & 

ndy, presided as toastmaster. William 
Kennedy responded to the toast, “Jus- 
tices of Sessions,” and paid the retiring 
jurists a high tribute, which, as was aft- 
erward evidenced, voiced the sentiments 
of all present. Mr. Van Brocklin re- 
sponded to the toast, “The County Court 
and Court of Sessions.” Others who re- 
sponded were Municipal Court Judge P. 
J. Ryan, to “The City of Syracuse;” John 
H. Costello, “The Press;” J. J. Kennedy, 
“The Legal Fraternity; William Rubin, 
‘The Ladies.” Those present were: Jus- 





tices Van Brocklin and Cole, Frank Hop- 
kins, Walter Welch, M. L. McCarthy, P. 
J. Tierney, John H. Costello, Arthur 
Beebe, J. J. Kennedy, P. J. Ryan, William 
Rubin and William Kennedy. 

Greensburg, Pa.—Andrew -Banks and 
Hugh W. Walkinshaw have formed a 
partnership for the practice of law, under 
the name of Walkinshaw & Banks. 

Hanover Pa.—The wedding of William 
Hersh, a member of the Adams County 
bar, to Miss Edith E. Rahten occurred in 
Gettysburg recently. 

Ridgway, Pa.—The law firm of Arnold 
& Barbour has been dissolved. W. T. 
Arnold will remain in business in the 
same office in the Ridgway Bank Block, 
and W. W. Barbour will open an office 
in the Union Hall Buildinz. 

Washington, D. C.—George W. Chandler 
of Independence, Mo., formerly assist- 
ant Secretary of the Interior, was ad- 
mitted to practice in the Supreme Court. 

Washington, D. C.—Upon motion of 
Mr. Chas. H. Cragin of the examining 
committee of the Bar Association the 
following were recently admitted to 
practice before the District Supreme 
Court, they having recently passed a 
successful examination: Jos. B. Allen, 
Wm. A. Andrews, Wm. R. Blackford, 
Frank D. Blackistone, Edwin H. Booth, 
Leonard P. Bradshaw, John M. Coit, 
Frederick Dennett, G. T. Dillard, Fred- 
eric S. Doyle, Leonard Huntress Dyer, 
Chas. D. Ennis, H. C. Evans, G. 4 
Fraser, P. D. Haskell, Thomas Bryan 
Huyck, Titian W. Johnson, Frank Ky- 
selka, Frederick McKee, J. A. Lynham, 
George H.*O’Connor, Jeremiah O’Con- 
ner, Alfred J. O’Farrel, Chas. E. Paul; 
Seth V. Peck, A. T. Ryan, Harold Saxton, 
Albert D. Spangler, Harry C. Surguy, 
Chas. E. Thomas, Harry Van Der Beek, 
Horace G. Van Everen, W. C. Mayo 
and J. C. Calhoun Patterson 

————__ wa. - 


SOUTHERN STATES. 


Jacksonville, Fla.—The firm of Fletcher 
& Wurts has been dissolved, Mr. Wurts 
retiring from practice to engage in the 
instruction of law at Yale University. 
Mr. Fletcher will continue to practice, 
and will have an office over the First 
National Bank. 

Athens, Ga.—Mr. Frank Shackelford 
has been chosen City Attorney to suc- 
ceed Judge James R. Lyle, and he is re- 
ceiving the congratulations of his friends. 
Mr. Shackelford is one of the foremost 
young lawyers in the State, and will make 
the city a splendid legal representative. 

Atlanta, Ga.—The law firm of Clarke 
& Lowe has been dissolved. Jeremiah 
A. Clarke, successor, will remain in the 
office formerly occupied by the firm. 

Atlanta, Ga.—Gov. Atkinson has ap- 
pointed Hon. H. C. Sheffield to succeed 
Judge James W. Griggs, resigned, to pre- 
side over the Patula Circult. 

Atlanta, Ga.—A new legal firm, and a 
strong one, was lately formed, with Judge 
Howard Van Epps atits head. The other 
members of the firm are Mr. C. I. Lad- 
son and Mr. Thomas J. Leftwich. For 
the last ten years Judge Van Epps has 
occupied a seat on the bench of the City 
Court of Atlanta and has filled it in a 
most acceptable manner. Mr. Ladson 
has been practicing law for several years 
and has made a strong record as a suc- 
cessful lawyer. Mr. Leftwich has been 
associated with Capt. Harry Jackson in 
the practice of law for the last few years 
and has made a splendid reputation for 
himself. The new firm starts out under 
flattering auspices. 

Greenville, Ga.—Hon. James R. Terrell 
of this city and Miss Mamie L. Harrison 
of Ocala, Fla,, were lately wedded. 





Jackson, Ky.—Judge G. W. Fleenor, ex- 
police judge of this city, who, while in 
office, made himself a terror to the law- 
breakers of this section, was recently 
married to Miss Abbie Hurst, a grand- 
niece of Hon. William L. Hurst, late Re- 
publican candidate for Congress from 
this district. 

Louisville, Ky.—Gov. Bradley has ap- 
pointed Judge L. H. Noble of this city to 
succeed the late Judge William L. Jack- 
son on the criminal] bench of the Jeffer- 
son Circuit Court. 

Louisville, Ky.—At the home of her 
father, Gen. Basil Duke, of this city, Miss 
Tommie Duke was quietly married re- 
cently to Mr. Sidney Ballou of Honolulu. 
Mr. Ballou is a lawyer of high standing 
in his profession, having taken several 
post-graduate degrees at Harvard. He 
formerly lived in Boston. Immediately 
after the ceremony Mr. and Mrs. Ballou 
left for their future home in Honolulu. 

Smithland, Ky.—John L. Grayot of this 
place and commonwealth’s attorney for 
the Fourth Judicial District, was marr‘ed 
on Jan. 17 to Miss Lula Terry of Prince- 
ton. 

Taylorsville, Ky.—L. W. Rose, a rising 
young attorney of this place, was married 
on Jan. 8 to Miss Mattie Harwood of 
Louisville. 

Annapolis, Md.—Gov. Lowndes has 
named Col. George M. Russum of Caro- 
line County to the vacant Presiding 
Judgeship of the Second Judicial Circuit 
and the accompanying seat on the bench 
of the Court of appeals made vacant by 
the death of Judge Robinson. 

Baltimore, Md.—Edward D. Martin of 
the legal department of the Fidelity & 
Deposit Co., of this city, and Miss Mamie 
S. Wilson, daughter of the late United 
States Senator Ephraim K. Wilson, were 
lately married. 

Baltimore, Md., John K. Cowan, who 
for several years has been the general 
counsel of the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad 
Company, has been elected president of 
the road. Mr. Cowan stan(s at the head of 
the railroad lawyers of the country. He 
is one of the framers of the railroad pool- 
ing bill that was passed at the last ses- 
sion of Congress, and during the present 
session was expected, in his capacity asa 
member of Congress, to pay especial at- 
tention to railroad legislation. 

Hickory, N. C.—Thomas M. Hufham, a 
prominenet young lawyer of this place 
and a partner of Judge Clinton A. Cilly, 
was married recently to Miss Roberta 
Lee Gage of Asheville. 

Anderson, S. C.—J. K. Hood, a tal- 
ented young lawyer of this city, and Miss 
Sara Kennedy of Due West, S. C., were 
married not long since. 

Charleston, S. C.—The firm of Smythe 
& Lee have changed their name to read 
Smythe, Lee & Frost. 

Wagener, Aiken County, S. C.—Eugene 
W. Able, a rising young lawyer and in- 
tendant of this place, and Miss Neal Gun- 
ter were married, at the residence of the 
bride’s father, a short time since. 

Athens, Tenn.—E. B. Madison, junior 
member of the firm of Gaston, Allen & 
Madison, and City Attorney of this city, 
was married on Jan. 1 to Miss Mattie 
Burkett McKeldin, also of this place. 

Chattanooga, Tenn.—George Dent Lan- 
caster, a well-known and eminent lawyer 
of this city, was married to Miss Rosa 
Jones of Jacksonville, Fla., on Jan. 7. 


Chattanooga, Tenn.—Capt. Henry A. 
Chambers of the law firm of Richmond, 
Chambers & Head of this city, was mar- 
ried recently to Mrs. Elizabeth Turner, 
nee Melcker. Mrs. Chambers is related 
to some of the most prominent families in 
Knoxville and is held in the highest es- 
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teem by all who know her. She is a 
cousin to Judge M. M. Hope of Chatta- 
nooga. 

Chattanooga, Tenn.—Hugh Whiteside, 
ex-Judge of the Hamilton County Court 
and a leading lawyer and Democratic 
politician of this city, accidentally shot 
himself Jan. 16. A heavy charge of bird 
shcit was discharged into his left foot and 
ankle, rendering amputation necessary. 
Judge Whiteside had taken his hammer- 
less bird gun to shoot a dog that had been 
prowling about his premises 

Dayton, Tenn.—Jesse Brown Swafford, 
a prominent Dayton lawyer, was joined in 
the bonds of matrimony recently to Miss 
Hannah Darwin. 

Nashville, Tenn.—Gov. Turney on Jan. 
9 accepted the resignation of Judge R. J. 
Morgan of Memphis as a member of the 
Board of Prison Commissioners, and ap- 
pointed Hon. Dorsey O. Thomas of 
Brownsville to succeed him. Mr. Thomas 
is well known in West Tennessee. He is 
a successful lawyer, was once Attorney- 
General of Haywood County and was 
elected in 1890 to represent that county 
in the State Senate. Mr, Thomas’ duties 
begin at once. 

Austin, Tex.—It is learned here that the 
District-Attorney in Judge G. A. Brown's 
district will shortly resign. It is already 
given out that Mr. J. W. Koons, a young 
attorney who resides in the district, and 
who formerly resided in Denton, will be 
an applicant for the vacancy. 

Fort Worth, Texas.—Henry M. Furman, 
R. L. Carlock and C. R. Bowlin have re- 
cently formed a partnership for the prac- 
tice of law, under the firm name of Fur- 
man, Carlock & Bowlin, with offices in 
the Masonic Temple, corner of Second 
and Main streets, in this city. 

Houston, Tex.—Edgar Watkins, for- 
merly a member of the law firm of Love- 
joy, Sampson & Watkins of Galveston, 
has formed a partnership with A. C. 
Allen under the title of Allen & Wat- 
kins, with orders in the Binz Building. 

Fredericksburg, Va.—William A. Mon- 
cure, a talented member of the bar, and 
Miss Kate Spotswood Wallace were wed- 
ded a short time since. ; 

cialis ints 


CENTRAL STATES. 


Chicago, Ill.—The firm of Cratty, Dowe 
& Newman has been succeeded by Dowe, 
Wood & Newman. The original firm was 
Cratty Bros. & Dowe. 

Chicago, Ill—Philip R. Barnes of the 
firm of Barnes, Barnes & Bartelme, and 
lecturer on medica] jurisprudence at the 
National Medical College, was recently 
married to Miss Lola Norman Strong. 

Chicago, Ill—The law firm of Wing, 
Barge & Leach dissolved the first of the 
year. Russell M. Wing, Thomas L. 
Chadbourne, Jr., late of the Milwaukee 
bar, and Howard E. Leach will form a 
copartnership, under the firm name of 
Wing, Chadbourne & Leach, with offices 
in the Security Building. The firm of 
Wing, Barge & Leach was formed two 
years ago, and has been prominent in 
the law circles of Illinois. 

Anderson, Ind.—Ex-Judge M. A. Chap- 
man of this city met with a serious in- 
jury on Jan. 3, that will keep him housed 
for several weeks. The Judge fell heavily 
upon the street, with his left leg under 
him. The bone was snapped just above 
the ankle. There was no one in sight, and 
with difficulty he dragged himself off the 
track of the street railway, where he had 
fallen, and lay for some minutes in the 
street before his cries for assistance were 
heard. Surgeons were summoned, and in- 
vestigation showed that he was not other- 
wise hurt. 

Terre Haute, Ind.—Carson Hamill, a 
rising young attorney of this city, and 
Miss Anna aVn Derveer or Hamilton, 
Ohio, were married at the home of the 
bride, a short time since. 

Des Moines, Iowa.—A. A. McLaughlin, 
a rising young attorney of this city, and 
Miss Sadie Bennetto of Williams, Iowa, 
oon recently married at the home of the 

ride. 





Keokuk, Iowa.—A meeting of the at- 
torneys of the city was held at the Dis- 
trict Court room on Jan. 2, to take ac- 
tion on Judge McCrary’s retirement 
from the bench of the First Judicial 
District, that date being the last day 
he presided as such. Those present were 
J. H. Anderson, W. B. Collins, Judge 
Bank, R. H. Bell, R. M. Marshall, Sa- 
bert Marshall, J. F. Smith, W. J. Rob- 
erts, A. Hollingsworth, Gibson Browne, 
J. G. Garretson, A. L. Pasons, F. T. 
Hughes, H. C. Reiner, B. A. Dolan, H. 
Scott Howell, J. C. Davis and I. N. 
Waggoner. The meeting was called to 
order by W. J. Roberts, who named 
Judge Bank for chairman. W. J. Rob- 
erts was elected secretary. On W. B. 
Collins’ motion, J. H. Anderson, Gibson 
Browne and J. C. Davis were appointed 
to draft resolutions. After a retirement 
of a few minutes, the committee made 
their report, which was unanimously 
adopted. The resolutions heartily in- 
dorse the course pursued by Mr. McCrary 
as judge and welcome him back as a 
member of the bar. 

Oakland, Ia.— Will Chester, a popular 
young lawyer of this town, was mar- 
ried on Jan. 1 to Miss Katherine Scholes 
of Des Moines. 

Washington, lowa.—H. M. Eicher has 
been appointed Assistant United States 
District-Attorney for the Southern Dis- 
trict of lowa by Attorney-General Har- 
mon. 

Webster City, Ia.—Judge J. C. Cook 
of this place, who has been counsel for 
the Chicago & Northwestern Railway 
Company, resigned on Feb. 1 and be- 
came general counsel for the Iowa and 
Minnesota divisions of the Chicago, Mil- 
waukee & St. Paul company. 

Detroit, Mich.—Joseph W. Humphrey 
of the firm of Walters & Humphrey of 
this city, and Miss Florence Sharp of 
London, Ont., were married not long 
since. ’ 

Grand Haven, Mich.—Gov. Rich has ap- 
pointed George A. Farr of this city regent 
of the university for the full term of 
eight years, to succeed Charles H. Hack- 
ley. 

Ludington, Mich.—Hon. James B. Mc- 
Mahon, Judge in this circuit, banqueted 
the Mason County bar at his home on 
Jan. 14. A most enjoyable time was 
had. 

Akron, Ohio.—The law firm of Kohler, 
Musser & Kohler. has been dissolved, 
Common Pleas Judge-elect J. A. Kohler 
retiring. Harvey Musser and George D. 
Kohler constitute the new firm, to be 
known as Musser & Kohler, and will con- 
tinue business at the office of the late 
firm in the Arcade Block. 

Canton, Ohio.—C. C. Bow, Prosecuting 
Attorney of this city, was married last 
month to Miss Winthrow of Omaha, Neb. 

Canton, Ohio.—Ex-Gov. William McKin- 
ley has announced his intention of resum- 
ing the practice of law in this city, where 
he has resided for many years. 

Cincinnati, Ohio.—Hon. Amos Dye and 
his son Herbert, who have been in part- 
nership for some years past, have sev- 
ered their business connection. 

Cincinnati, Ohio.—The law firm of 
Pogue, Pottinger & Pogue is reorganized 
and began the new year as Pogue & 
Pogue, Mr. Pottinger retiring. Thomas L. 
Pogue, formerly with Matthews & Cleve- 
land, is the new member of the firm. 

Mt. Gilead, O.—Ball & Madden have 
dissolved partnership and removed from 
Mt. Gilead. 

New Philadelphia.—The court has or- 
dered charges to be preferred against 
Orson Lusk for misappropriating funds 
of his clients and other improper con- 
duct. 

Steubenville, O.—The Jefferson County 
Bar Association held memorial exercises 
in the Common Pleas Court room on 
Jan. 17 at 2.30 and 7.30 p. m., as a token 
of regard to the following deceased mem- 
bers: Joseph C. Hance, late Judge Com- 
mon Pleas Court; Hamilton B. Wood- 
bury, late Judge Circuit Court, and John 
A. B. Wood, Robert Sherwood and James 
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T. Daton, late members of Jefferson 
County bar. 

Green Bay, Wis.—Jerome R. North and 
Barton L. Parker have been admitted 
as members of the well-known legal! firm 
of Green; Vroman & Fairchild. No 
change will be made in the name of the 
firm, which will remain as heretofore 
Both of the young men are known in the 
city, they having for several years pas 
been employed in the office of the firm 
in which they have become partners. 

Milwaukee, Wis.—The law firm of H 
J. & B. C. Parkinson, in Milwaukee, 
has been dissolved. Mr. B. C. Parkinson 
will enter a law office in Milwaukee, while 
his brother will be a partner of Mr 
Elihu Coleman at Fond du Lac. 

Stevens Point, Wis.—The well-known 
law firms of Cate, Jones & Sanborn and 
Raymond, Lamoreaux & Park were dis 
solved on Jan. 1, and a new firm of 
Cate, Sanborn, Lamoreaux & Park o- 
ganized, while Jones and Raymond will 
practice alone. 


WESTERN STATES. 


Durango, Col.—Charles A. Johnson of 
Alamosa has formed a partnership with 
Judge Nelville B. Gerry to practice lav 
in Durango. Judge Gerry is well known 
all over this part of the State. 

Ellenworth, Kan.—Owen A. Bassett of 
this town, once Judge of the District 
Court of Douglas County, submitted to 
the amputation of one of his legs in 
Topeka hospital last month. 

Fort Scott, Kan.—Judge J. S. West, for 
five years Judge of the District Court of 
the Sixth Kansas District, on Jan. 6 de 
livered to Judge Walter L. Simons a com 
mission from Gov. Morrill, appointing Mr. 
Simons as his successor, he having re 
signed to move to Kansas City, The com- 
mission was delivered in open court, and 
brief informal addresses of best wishes 
were made by the two judges. 

Rochester, Minn.—Burt W. Eaton, 4 
practicing lawyer of ability here, wa’ 
married to Miss Ella G. Butler, also o 
this place, on Jan. 17. 

St. Joseph, Mo.—Claude W. Hickman 
a well-known young lawyer of this city, 
and Mrs. Myrtle Lodge of Pratt, Kan. 
were lately married. 
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Kansas City, Mo.—Judge James Gibson 
of this city has formally announced him- 
gelf as a candidate for Governor. 

Marshfield, Mo.—John J. Cabell, attor- 
ney, ag on the 16th ult., after a long 
sickne 

Springfield, Mo.—Ewing Y. Mitc hell, Jr., 
a prominent young lawyer of this city, 
was married to Miss Zoe Thomas, daugh- 
ter of Assistant United States Attorney- 
General John L. Thomas, on Jan. 7, at 
Washington, D. C, 

st. Louis, Mo.—James J. Parks, who 
for ten years practiced at the bar of 
Wichita, Kan., is now a _ resident of 
this city, and has associated himself with 
James L. Hopkins and H. A. Steinwender, 
Jr., under the firm name of Parks, Hop- 
kins & Steinwender. 

st. Louis, Mo.—J. T. James, a promi- 
nent lawyer, who formerly practiced in 
Carthage, Mo., is now located in St. 
Louis, with offices in the Wainwright 
Building. 

Warrensburg, Mo.—George R. 
man, Judge of the County Court for the 
Western District, has resigned, and Gov. 
Ston? has appointed R. H. Tatlow, editor 
of the “Holden Enterprise,” to the office. 
Judge: Hindman was indicted by the 
Grand Jury for tax dodging several 
months ago, and it is thought that this 
caused his resignation. 

Fairbury, Neb.—Hartigan & 
have dissolved partnership, Mr. 
retiring. John C. Hartigan will 
charge of the affairs of the late firm 

Holdredge, Neb.—County Judge W. A. 
Garrett took unto himself a wife last 
month, in the person of Miss L‘}lie Bocock 
Judge Garrett has been the Populist 
County Judge for two years, and was re- 
elected last Fall 

Flattsmouth, Neb.—Dr. W. H. Dearing, 
the retiring clerk of the District Court. 
tendered a reception to the members of 
the Cess County Bar Association on Jan 
1. He was the recipient of a handsomel)s 
engraved silver water pitcher. 

Eureka, S. D.—James M. Brown of this 
city has been appointed County Judge of 
McPherson County, vice H. C. Moulton, 
resigned. 

Ogden, Utah.—Jacob 8S. Boreman, of 
the law firm of Boreman & Boreman, has 
been recently elected president of the 
Utah State Bar Association to succeed 
Judge Sutherland 

Salt Lake City, Utah.—Judge J. G. 
Sutherland of this city and Miss Emma 
R. Lee of San Francisco, Cal., were 
married in the latter city a short time 
since. 

Miss Lee was a resident of Salt Lake 
city until about a year ago, when she 
Temoved to the city by the Golden Gate. 
The announcement of the marriage was 
a complete surprise to Judge Suther- 
land’s friends and relatives in this city. 
Miss Lee was at one time her present 
husband's stenographer. Afterward she 
read law and was admitted to practice 
in the courts of the Territory, and upon 
one occasion she argued a case in the 
Supreme Court v 

Salt Lake City, Utah.—Arthur Brown, 
who was elected to the United States 
Senate on the same ticket with Frank J. 
Cannon, is 53 years of age, a Gentile, and 
one of the most prominent lawyers in the 
West. He was born on a farm in Kala- 
mazoo County, Mich. His parents moved 
to Yellow Springs, Ohio, in 1856, where 
he attended Antioch College until he was 
graduated, in 1862. From there he went 
to Ann Arbor, Mich., where he took a 
higher academical course, studied law, 
received the second degree, A. M., and 
‘was admitted to the bar in 1864. 
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PACIFIC STATES. 


Los Angeles, Cal.—Lee A. Phillips, a 
young lawyer of this city, and Miss 
Catherine Coffin of Winfield, Kan., were 
bide married at the home of the 


Hind- 


Barnes 
Barnes 
take 


San Francisco, Cal.—The law firm of 
Morrison, Stratton & Forester dissolved 
by mutual consent, Mr. Stratton retiring. 


a 





San Francisco, Cal.—Sixty-one new at- 
torneys have been admitted to practice 
law by Supreme Court Commissioners 
Belcher, Searles and Haynes. The new 
attorneys are: Thomas F, Graham, J. A. 
Wickham, R. 8. Forriger, William V. 
James, W. A. Conn, William W. Guth, 
David Mitchell, Peter J. Crosby, A. L. At- 
wood, G. A. Rembold, B. H. Griffins, Fred 
B. Brown, George W. Steele, Robert E. 
Cannell, Henry W. McComas, J. B. F. 
Randolph, George M. Robertson, F. A. 
Cromwell, Edwin Early Howard, Daniel 
Ryan, Robert L. Mann, Benjamin W. 
Hahn, James T. Boyd, Jr., Mrs. F. McG. 
Martin, Nettie Coke, J. H. Collins, E. C 
Pendleton, E. A. Smith, Charles H. Bane, 
Walter L. Crowe, Jessie Payne Sayre, 
Allan Brant, Herbert Parry, John L. 
Childs, Thomas J. Kelley, Walter S. 
White, George T. Keys, W. H. H. Gentry, 
Joseph C. Meyerstein, Stanley Jackson, 
Emil Pohli, George C. Cleveland, Philip 
B. Thornton, Alexander Murdock, Hugh 
J. Dougherty, J. F. Utter, Justus H. Rog- 
ers, Edwin F. Wright, J. W. Allbright, 
W. A. O'Connor, John A. Nowell, Her- 
man G. Walker, Charles W. Davidson, O. 
O. Webber, Isidore Jacobs, N. J. Barry, 
S. A. Dorrance, John R. Tyrell, L. E. 
Rankin, Frank Lanning George B. 
Keane, A. A. Friedlander, Charles A. 
Walker and W. S. C. Schmidt. 

Portland, Ore.—Mr. John H. Hall, As- 
sistant Prosecuting Attorney of this 
county. was united in marriage on Christ- 
mas day to Miss Jessie E Belcher of 
Spokane. 

Walla Walla, Wash.—Lester S. 
son and Stuart Armour have formed a 
partnership under the style of Wilson 
& Armour. Mr; Armour until recently 
practiced at the bar in Portland, Oregon. 

o> 
CANADA. 

Guelph, Canada.—Hugh Guthrie 
well-known firm of Guthrie 
Guthrie, was lately wedded t 
Scarff. 

Montreal, Can.—George G. Foster, the 
well-known advocate of chis city, was 
married on Jan. 1 to Miss Mary Maud 
Buchanan, daughter of Judge Buchanan. 

Windsor, Can.—Crown Attorney A. H. 
Clarke of this city was recently elected 
second vice-president of the Western 
Bar Association and Matthew Wilson, Q. 
C., of Chatham, was elected president. 


NEWS ITEMS, 


Police Judge Powers of Leadville, Col., 
who in October last shot and killed his 
son-in-law, P. J. Kennedy, has been sen- 
tenced to the penitentiary for eight years. 
The shooting occurred over family di - 
culties and created intense excitement at 
the time, as both parties are well known. 

Jeff. D. Storts, a lawyer of St. Louis, 
Mo., who has earned notoriety by appear- 
ing as defendant to a score of criminal 
charges, has been convicted of grand 
larceny and sentenced to serve two years 
in the penitentiary. Storts is a smart 
lawyer and once was a member of the 
Stock Exchange. 

The County Commissioners at Rushville, 
ind., have accepted the plans and speci- 
fications for the new Rush County Court- 
house, prepared by the architects, A. W. 
Rush & Son of Grand Rapids. Bids will 
be advertised for and the contract will 
be let March 5. The structure will cost 
between $175,000 and $200,000. 

Associate Justice Ste ephen J. Field of 
the United States Supreme Court denies 
the report that he is about to retire. He 
was born in 1816 and was appointed to 
the bench by Abraham Lincoln in 1863. 
He has long been entitled to retirement, 
but says that so long as his health per- 
mits he will continue to perform his 
duties. 


Major W. C. Moreland, ex-City Attor- 
ney of Pittsburg, and W. H. House, his 
assistant, were arrested Jan. 18 on 
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Big Bargains in Second-hand Law Books 


FOR SALE BY THE 
WILLIAMSON LAW BOOK CO., ROCHESTER, N. Y. 


The following are only a few of our bargains. Send for 
our complete catalogue. 


Amer. and Eng. Corp. Cases, 4 
Amer. and Eng. KR. Kk C ——- vols. and 2 digests.. 
Abbott's N.1. AAG, Hoports, vols 
American wae Keports, 44 vols 
Barbour'’s N.Y. Supreme Court Reports, 67 vols 
California Keports, 983 vols 
English Chancery Reports, full re 
English Common Law Reports, 11 
tng. Law and Equity Kep., 40 vols. a 1 diges 
‘ederai Keporter, 54 vols. and 2 digests 
owa Reports, 9 vols. 
New York Common Law Reports, 80 vols. in 39..... 
New York Common Law Reports, 90 vols. in 76 
4 ¥. Chancery Meports, 98 VOM. ......cccccocescccces 
N.Y. Court of Appeals Reports, 146 vols ............. 
N.Y. Court of 4 ppeais « eports, first 9 vols. to Rep. 
N.Y. Court of Appeals Reports, 165 vols. in 21 books, 
annotated eaition, 106 to 146 inclusive ........... 
N.Y. Court of A peals Reports, 100 vols. in 20 books. 
Ohio Reports, 7 VOI. ... 1.0... ee ceeeeecceeeneeeeeees 
. 8. Sup. Court Reporter, Curtis ed., 157 vols....... 
. &. Sup. Court Report-, original ed., 157 vols ..... 
. 8. Sup. Court Kep., law ed., 39 books and 3 digests. 
t |S. Digest, first and new series, 33 Vols. to 1887..... 
Americau Digest, 1887 oo +S vols 
U. 8. statutes at Large, 27 
Vermont Keports, 63 vols. Oe 
Washington Reports, 6 vols 
Wisconsin Reports, 73 vols. and 3 of Pinney 
Abbott's New Cases, 31 vols. and dige-t. 
Atlantic Reporter, 26 vols. and 1 digest . 
Abbott’s N.Y. Appeals Decisions, 4 vois.. 
Albany Law Journal 47 ry 
American Law Register, O 
American Law tegister, N 
American Law Review, n a 
American Probate Keports, 7 
American !'ecisions, orst 13 vols 
American Reports, 34 vols .... 
Annuals on Congress, 42 vols... 
Benton's Debates in Congress, 10 vols 
Kritieh Crown Cases, 6 vols 
Cential Law Journal, 27 vols 
Cowea’s Criminal papers, 2 vols. 
Curtis’ Decisions U. 5. Reports, 22 vols 
Dunford and Easi’s Reports, 8 vols 
East's Reports, 16 vols 
English Kailwey and Canal Cases, 6 vols 
Greene's Criminal Keports, 2 vols 
House of Lords Cases, 11 vols., less vol. 10 
Howard's U. 8. Keports, 24 vols. 
iowa Rep., 51 vols., Greene and Morris, 56 vols. in ail 
Keyes N.). Court ‘ot Appeals Rep., 4 vols 
Law and t quity Reporter, 24 vols 
N.Y. Criminal Reports, 7 vols. 
N.Y. Session Laws, Van Ness- Woodworth, Kevision 
Lo 1813, yearly vols. te 1895. 
N.Y. Weekiy Digest, 27 vols. 
National Bankruptcy Kegister, 18 vols 
Northeastern Keporter, 33 vols 
Northwestern Reporter, 48 vols 
New Jersey Equity Reports, 39 vols... 
Ohio VUircuit Court Reports, 6 vols . 
Pacific Reporter, 24 vois. and | dige 
Peters’ U. 8. Keporta, 16 vols . 
Rogers’ City Hail Recorder, 6 vole. in 3 
Southern Reporter, 12 vols 
Southeastern Reporter, 19 vols 
Southwestern Keporter, 21 vols 
Supreme Court Reporter, 14 vols 
Southern Law Revi-w, U. S., 3 vols.; N.S 
Vesey, Jr., Keports, 20 vols. dee ad 
Wisconsin Reports, 46 vols., and Pinney, 3 vols 
West Coast Reporter, 8 MET Ac cheigeniens Mricekes 
Wait’s New York Practice, 6 vois 
White & Tudor’s Leading Cases, 
Wallace's U.S. Rapene, ae) vols 
Otto’s U. 5. Repo rts, 17 vols 
U. 8. Reports, Ke to 157, ‘ia » vols 


Eastern Reporter, 11 vols 
Bacon’s Abridgment, 10 vols., Bouvier’s Notes 
Bennett's Fire insurance Case, 5 v 
Bigelow’s Life Insurance Cases, 5 vuls.............. 


Wiltsie on Mortgage Foreclosures. A complete and ex- 
baustive treatise on the law and practice of foreclost 
mortgages on real property, and of remedies collate: 
thereto, witn forms by Chas. H. Wilteie, o8q., of the 
Rochester bar. Adapted to use in all States. i154 pp. 
Over 8,000 cases cited. Price, $7.50 delivered. Wilt be 
sent to any address in the United states, PREPAID, 
on receipt of price. 


Williamson Law Book Co.. 41 State St., Rochester, N.Y. 
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charges of embezzlement of $10,000 of 
city funds. They gave bail in the sum 
of $30,000 for appearance at court. The 
cases against Moreland and House to re- 
cover $50,000 interest received from the 
city depositories, but not turned over to 
the city treasury, will come up in a few 
weeks. 


Three indictments have been returned 
by the Grand Jury against D. Edgar An- 
thony, a lawyer, at 253 Broadway, New 
York city, who was receiver of the Na- 
tional Mutual Insurance Company. The 
indictments charge him with grand lar- 
ceny in the second degree. When ap- 
pointed Anthony was directed by Justice 
Barrett of the Supreme Court to deposit 
all moneys with the State Trust Com- 
pany, but when his report was filed it is 
said there was $5,000 unaccounted for. 
which was found in his name in the Nas- 
sau Bank. 


A resolution has been introduced in the 
United States Senate by Mr. Voorhees au~ 
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thorizing the purchase of a portrait of 
the late Allen G. Thurman, painted by J. 
H. Witt, and now hanging in the room of 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
Senate, and to pay to William L. 
Woods, its present owner, for the 
same. The painter of this portrait is 
John Henry Witt, member of the Acad- 
emy of Fine Arts of New York, who is 
now residing in that city. He has painted 
portraits of Senators Sumner, Thurman, 
of James G. Blaine, Senator Elkins and 
family and others. 

Chief Justice Start of Minnesota signed 
an order made returnable Jan. 25 re- 
quiring C. E. Brame of Minneapolis to 
appear before the Supreme Court and an- 
Swer to the information filed against him 
by George W. Turnbull tending to his dis- 
barment. The specific charges in the 
information cover a variety of charges. 
The names of the attorneys who appear 
as counsel for the informant are George 
S. Grimes, W. A. MacDowell, John H. 
Long, A. S. Keyes, Edson S. Gaylord, A. 
M. Babcock, C. C. Joslyn, M. L. Dough- 
erty, C. F. E. Peterson and Paul Jones. 

New York city’s list of lawyers in- 
clude the names of many talented young 
women. The first woman to win a prize 
at a regular law school was Miss Nellie 
Titus, now an active and successful law- 
yer. Miss Florence Dangerfield, who 
was chosen president out of a class of 
ninety men, is a young woman who has 
already distinguished herself in her pro- 
fession. The versatility of Mrs. Theo- 
dore Sutro, who was valedictorian of her 
class in the law school of the University 
of New York, is well known. The first 
woman to be admitted to the bar in this 
city was Miss Kate Stoneman, a friend 
and co-worker of Dr. Lozier. 


M. H. Alexander, a young lawyer of 
Burlington, Vt., has been arrested on 
the charge of embezzlemnt. Rumors to 
this effect have been heard for a long 
time. At the last session of the Supreme 
Court a committee, consisting of Messrs. 
John Young of Newport, ex-Gov. Dilling- 
ham and Col. A. A. Hall of St. Albans, 
was appointed to investigate the charges 
against Alexander and make a report. 
The hearing was to have been held on Jan. 
3, but Alexander filed a stipulation con- 
senting to his disbarment and the hearing 
Was accordingly unnecessary. Alexander 
is charged with retaining funds intrusted 
to his care or collected by him, of forgery 
and of gaining money in other unlawful 
ways. 

Chief Justice R. L. Snodgrass of Ten- 
nessee was indicted in Chattanooga last 
month on the charge of assault with a 
pistol with intent to commit murder in 
the first degree. The bill also charges 
pistol carrying. This action of the Grand 
Jury is the result of the shooting of Col. 
John R. Beasley by the Chief Justice, 
Dec. 1. The indictment charged the of- 
fense in ‘the following language: 

“Said D. L. Snodgrass, on Dec. 16, 1896, 
did unlawfully, willfully, premeditatedly, 
maliciously and of malice aforethought 
assault John R. Beasley with a pistol, 
with intent at the time to then and there 
premeditatedly, maliciously and of mal- 
ice aforethought kill and murder him, the 
said John R. Beasley, against the peace 
and dignity of the State.”’ 

If on trial the defendant is found guilty 
the punishment is fixed by statute at not 
less than three nor more than twenty-one 
years in the penitentiary. The verdict of 
the trial jury may be for assault to com- 
mit murder in the second degree or man- 
slaughter, in which the punishment can- 
not exceed five years’ imprisonment or 
pay a fine not to exceed $500 and serve 
One year in the county workhouse. The 








case will probably be reached this month. 
The plea of the Chief Justice will be self- 
defense. Beasley has been cited to -ap- 
pear before the Criminal Court to show 
cause why he is not in contempt of court 
for swearing out a warrant for Judge 
Snodgrass after the latter had been 
bound over to court. 


a RE 
Attorney’s General Reports. 


Attorney-General] Hancock of New 
York on Jan. 26 gave out his annual 
report. He says that during the year he 
received $1,164, which was paid by way 
of costs and damages. The report goes 
on to say: In point of pecuuiary inter- 
est and of principle involved, the case 
of the People ex rei. Roberts, Controller 
of the State, against Fitch, Controller of 
New York city, is the most important, 
by which the defendant will pay over 
to the State $714,566.72, with interest, 
as its share of the tax of 1893 levied for 
the care of the State’s insane. During 
the year more than 500 opinions issued 
from this office addressed to the sev- 
eral State departments and to officials 
throughout the State. 

Mr. Hancock refers to the Clinchy case 
and to the Lathrop investigation, con- 
ducted for the State by his department, 
and then says: 

“By chapter 68, Laws of 1892, the Gov- 
ernor is authorized to direct the Attor- 
ney-General to assume charge of crim- 
inal prosecution in any county of the 
State. It is probable that this statutory 
provision resulted from the popular ex- 
citement and indignation that grew out 
of various election frauds in different 
parts of the State. This discretionary 
power should be asserted only in excep- 
tional cases, and the Attorney-General 
should be designated to supersede the 
District-Attorney only when, upon due 
consideration of local conditions, it be- 
comes reasonably certain that a failure 
of justice might otherwise result. 

“A very large amount of the litiga- 
tion with which this office is corcerned,” 
the report states, “with reference to 
corporations, originates in the city of 
New York.” 

The Attorney-General asks for an ap- 
propriation wherewith to defray costs 
attached to prosecutions and defenses of 
actions and proceedings in which State 
departments and bureaus are interested. 

The report of Attorney-General 
Knowlton of Massachusetts, submitted 
to the Legislature on Jan. 15, favors the 
en'argement of the law department, as 
recommended by the Governor in his in- 
augural address. The Legislature is 
asked to consider whether any further 
action is necessary to make plain the 
intent of the act of 1895, Chapter 504, 
providing that in a sentence to State 
Prison the court shall fix both a maxi- 
mum and a minimum term. The At- 
torney-General thinks it clear that the 
intent was that the judge should fix 
the maximum and the minimum above 
and below what should have been the 
sentence under the old law. 

The report ~ecommends that pleadings 
in criminal cases be reformed and sim- 
plified, and that a commission be ap- 
pointed to prepare andreport a new 
schedule; that steps be taken leading to 
a revision of the public statutes; that 
the ballot commission law be so amended 
that a permanent commission, composed 
of members of the different political 
parties, be estabiished, the members of 
which shall be neither candidates for of- 
fice nor office-holders; that there be a 
careful revision and consolidation of the 
whole body of tthe election, ballot and 
caucus laws; that the Superior Court for 
Suffolk County be given full powers as 
a court of equity ‘in the case of Mary 
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G. Davis and others relative to the 
Charles River flats; that an appropria. 
tion be made to settle the claim o 
Theodore E. Davis, according to the 
award of the court ($17,639.36 damage 
and $103.45 costs); that the bonds rm 
quired of treasurers and others be per. 
mitted to be indemnity contracts or that 
the officers be required to comply with 
the provision prescribing statutory 
bonds, and that the act authorizing the 
Woonsocket Electric Machine an 
Power Company to do business in this 
Commonwealth be repealed. 


——_——_——— 
Justice Peckham Seated. 


Associate Justice of the Supreme Court 
of the United States Rufus W. Peckham, 
appointed to succeed Justice Jackson, 
deceased, was sworn into office on Jan 
6 with the simple and impressive cere. 
monial attending such events in the 
court and in the presence of an audience 
that tested the capacity of the cour. 
room to the utmost. 

The new Justice was not a stranger to 
his associates on the bench when he ap- 
peared in the court, robed in his silken 
gown, and ready to take the oath of of- 
fice. He has seldom practiced in the 
Supreme Court, but after his arrival in 
Washington he had a chance, first in 
the reception given to him by the Secre- 
tary of War, and since then in informal 
visits, to become acquainted with the 
other Justices. 

Everybody was gratified to discover 
that Justice Peckham is one of the most 
distinguished in appearance of all the 
line of constitution expounders. His 
silvery hair and mustache and strong 
features made him a conspicuous per- 
son, and his calmness and self-posses- 
sion in the strange place won admira- 
tion. 

The induction into office of a new 
member of the Supreme Court of th 
United States is an event so rarely oc- 
curring that even in Washington, the 
centre of official inaugurations of the 
most general interest, it attracts a crowd 
that more than exhausts the capacity 
of the small chamber in which it takes 
place. The Supreme Court room is not 
well adapted for occasions of great pub- 
lic interest, and when Rufus W. Peck- 
ham of New York, the new Associate 
Justice, took his seat on the bench, the 
restricted accommodations were occu- 
pied some time before the hour of noon, 
at which time the court meets. 

There were present within the bar, 
besides a full representation of the De- 
partment of Justice, headed by Attor- 
ney-General Harmon, and a large at- 
tendance of the bar, Mr. Yang Yu, the 
Chinese Minister, accompanied by his 
secretary and interpreter. Their cus- 
tumes were the only relief to the prevail- 
ing dull gray and black of the color 
within the rail. The seats reserved for 
the families of the justices were filed 
with the ladies of their households, Mrs. 
Peckham being among them. 

Shortly after noon Mr. Peckham 
reached the Capitol and proceeded at 
once to the robing roof of the Justices, 
where he ioined his new associates, all 
of whom he had previously met. Don- 
ning his robe. manufactured by Mrs. 
Stringer, the court costumer, from 4 
magnificent weave of American silk, the 
statutory oath was administered to the 
new Justice by Chief Justice Fuller. 

Promptly at 12 o’clock the impressive 
procession of the members of the court, 
led by the marshal and headed by the 
Chief Justice, appeared in the court- 
room, and the audience rose to thelt 
feet, remaining standing until the mem- 
bers of the court were: seated. Mr. Peck- 
ham took a seat just below the bench 
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alongside the clerk, J. H. McKenney. 
Order being restored, Chief Justice Ful- 
ler said: 

“It gives me pleasure to announce to 
the gentlemen of the bar that Mr. Rufus 
W. Peckham, a citizen of the State of 
New York, has been appointed to a seat 
on this bench. Mr. Peckham is pres- 
ent and prepared to take the oath after 
his commission, which will be entered 
on the records of the court, has been 
read by the clerk.” 

Mr. McKenney read the commission, 
and then, with a copy of the oath in 
his hand, the new Justice read it in a 
firm tone. During this the court and 
audience were standing, and remained 
so until Justice Peckham had taken his 
seat at the extreme left of the bench, 
next to Justice Shiras, until now occu- 
pied by Justice White. As he stepped 
on the platform Justice Shiras welcomed 
him with a handshake, and all the 
other members with a formal bow. Re- 
turning this, Mr. Justice Peckham 
dropped into the luxurious armchair pro- 
vided, and the ceremony was over. 

~~ —— 


Illinois Cerporation Law Attacked. 


The Supreme Court of Illinois has been 
asked to declare the general incorpora- 
tion laws of Illinois unconstitutional and 
invalid. The statute now in force was 
passed by the last Legislature, with the 
usual provision that “all acts and parts 
of acts in conflict with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed.”” The first 
section provides: 

“That all companies and corporations 
hereafter organized under the laws of the 
State of Illinois shall pay to the Secreta- 
ry of the State, before there shall issue a 
certificate of incorporation to the same, 
fees as follows: All companies having a 
capital stock of $2,500 and under shall 
pay the sum of $50; and all companies 
having a capital stock of over $2,500 and 
not over $5,000 shall pay the sum of $00; 
ard all companies having a capital stock 
of over $5,000 shall pay in addition to the 
said sum of $50 the sum of $1 for each 
$1,000 of capital stock over $5,000. All 
companies at present organized and doing 
business under the laws of this State 
that may hereafter increase their capital 
stock shall pay as a fee in addition to all 
other fees at present required by law the 
sum of $1 for each $1,000 of capital stock. 

By careful reading it will be apparent 
that this act discriminates tetween a 
company organized prior to July 1, 1895, 
the date when the statute became opera- 
tive, and one organized after that day. 
The former, plainly enough by the letter 
of the statute, is compelled to pay $1 for 
each $1,000 increase. But there is no 
provision for a company organized July 
2, or on any subsequent date, say for 
$1,000; which company on Aug. 2 wishes 
to increase its stock to $1,000,000. Un- 
der the old law an increase for any 
amount required a fee of only $1, and this 
provision of the old law, it is maintained, 
having not been repealed by the new law 
as regards a company organized after 
July 1, 1895, is still in force. The new 
law is also attacked as unconstitutional 
because it thus discriminates between old 
and new companies. 

Some time ago the Columbia Construc- 
tion Company of Chicago, wishing to in- 
crease its capital stock from $2,000,000 
to $5,000,000, tendered Secretary of State 
Hinrichsen the old fee of $1. The Secre- 
tary ruled that the fee provided for under 
the new law, amountng to $3,100, would 
have to be paid. The company then ap- 
plied to the Attorney-General for an 
opinion, which was rendered, confirming 
the position it had assumed. Secretary 





of State Hinrichsen declined to be gov- 
erned by the opinion of Attorney-General 
Moloney, and the Columbia Construciion 
Company has now gone to the Supreme 
Court and asked leave to file a petition 
for a writ of mandamus to compel the 
Secretary of State to file its certificate of 
increase. 

The Attorney-General, having rendered 
an opinion contrary to the ruling of the 
Secretary of State, cannot, of course, ap- 
pear for him, and Secretary Hinricnsen 
has employed his own counsel! to defend 
the suit. He will be represented by John 
D. Drennan of Springfield and Judge 
Owen P. Thompson of Jacksonvlle. Pat- 
ton & Hamilton of Springfield wiil repre- 
sent the other side. 

The importance of tne decision is great. 
If adverse, the Secretary of State will be 
obliged to refund nearly $100,000, which 
is about the increase brought about in re- 
ceipts. Troublesome questions of the le- 
gality of acts performed by a company 
claiming to act under an unconstitutional 
or invalid act may also arise. But it may 
be that the Supreme Court may look 
more to the spirit of the law than to the 
letter. 

ction 
Code Revisi nin New York. 


The following bill, providing for the 
appointment of a Commission to revise 
the Code of Civil Procedure, has veen in- 
troduced in the Legislature by Assembly- 
man (Grady: 

An act to provide for the revision of 
the rules and coniensation of tine statutes 
relative to civil procedure in the courts 
of this State. 

The People of the State of New York, 
represented in Senate and Assembly, do 
enact as follows: 

Section 1. The Chief Judge of the Court 
of Appeals and the Presiding Justices of 
the Appellate Divisions of the Supreme 
Court are authorized to select three mem- 
bers of the bar to revise the rules of the 
courts and recommend in what respect 
existing statutes relative to civil pro- 
cedure can be reduced to rules, and sug- 
gest the necessary revision and condensa- 
tion of such statutes occasioned thereby. 

Section 2. The rules so to be drafted, 
upon receiving the approvai of a major- 
ity of the number of judges having the 
power of selection under the preceding 
section, shall be presented to the judges 
of the Court of Appeals and the Conven- 
tion of justices of the Supreme Court, for 
action thereon. The statutes so to be 
drafted shall be presented to the Legisla- 
ture upon receiving like approval. The 
persons so designated shall mplete their 
work and make their final reports with- 
in two years from the time this act shall 
take effect. 

Section 3. The sum of..........thou- 
sand dollars per year shall be allowed 
for necessary clerical services and ex- 
penses. Such sum shall be paid on the 
certificate of the Chief Judge of the Court 
of ‘Appeals. 

Section 4. Chapter 1036, Laws of 1895, 
and all acts or parts of acts inconsistent 
herewith are hereby repealed. 

Section 5. This act shall 
immediately. 

> Sei 

At the regular annual meeting of the 
Bar Association of the District of Colum- 
bia, held at the city of Washington on 
Jan. 14, 1896, the following officers were 
elected: Henry E. Davis, president; 
Samuel Maddox, first vice-president; Job 
Barnard, second vice-president; William 
M. Lewin, secretary; Charles H. Cragin, 
treasurer, The directors elected were 
Clarence A. Brandenburg, John C. Heald, 
S. T. Thomas and Randall Hagner. 


take effect 





The Improved Challenge Eyelet and Press 


PERFORATING. FASTENING. 


Entirely new and radically different from all other paper 
fastening devices. qual to the ordinary eyelet, in appear- 
ance, holding firmer; and the machine in operation far 
superior in points of speed andcon eniencé No “ putter. 
ing.” A single stroke perforates and fastens. Removes 
the eyelet, if desired, without injury to the paper. Highly 
indorsed by attorneys, government, state, and railway 
officials. In use by U. 8. Treasury Department. 


Price, post-paid, including box of eyelets, $3.00. 
Send for descriptive pamphlet. 
Mauufactured by 
E. L. SIBLEY, - - Bennington, Vt. 








COMMISSIONERS. 


minis- 
serial officers. When communicating with them always. 
mention THE AMERICAN LAWYER. » 

"Representation in this list will be given 
accredited Commissioners on favorable terms. 


BOSTON MASS. 

AUGUSTINE H. READ, 20 Devonshire st. Commissioner 
of Deeds for all States and Territories. Special 
tention given to the taking of Depositions. 
tary Public, Justice of the Peace, and president of 
Read's Collection & Mercantile Agency (corporation.) 


NEW ORLEANS, LA. 

Joun G. Eustis, 26 Carondelet st. oe Sa 
and Commissioner of Deeds for New York, hu- 
setts, New Jersey, Syanegceeain, Geo: Florida, 
South Carolina, Virginia, Wisconsin, California, Ohio, 

Indiana, Michigan, Iowa, Texas, Mississippi, 
Urkansas, Alabama. Tennessee and Missouri. 


WANTED AND FOR SALE. 


—ew'neensweenena eee eS eS 


Notices of Partner Wanted, Clerkships, For Sale, Etc., 
will be inserted under this head, t lines or under, 
for $2.00 for one month, $3.00 for two months, or $5.00 
for three months; larger space in proportion. Ali 
notices guaranteed ——- Unless otherwise stated. 
answers to be addressed care AMERICAN LAWYER’S 
AGENCY, Box 41i, New York City. 














WANTED.—A well-read lawyer of experience, in- 
dustry and sobriety, who is familiar with cor- 
ration and constitutional law, to join a firm of New 
ork City lawyers with an amount of business in the 
various State and Federal courts to net over $4",000 in 
fees during the coming year, with competent help to. 
properly push through. Interest sold on reasonable 
terms to right party. Object to secure reliable assis- 
tant. In answering state age and experience and give 
reference and amount could invest. If satisfactory 
identity of firm will be disclosed and business opened 
up to inspection. — letters containing ful! particn- 
lars neticed. Everything strictly confidential. Ad- 
dress “W. H. & S.", care American Lawyers’ Agency. 


FOr SALE.—LAW PRACTICE.—A lawyer who 
has practiced for 10 years in one of the best of 
Southern cities, and who for good reasons desires ta 
make a change in business, will sell his practice, office 
furniture, lease, and some books for a small considera- 
tion. Good chance to secure a location. Address 
ADVOCATE, 2025 Secord ave., Birmingham, Ala. 








WAN TED. — Second-hand American and English 
Encyctopedia of Law. American Decisions— 

American Reports. State price and condition of books. 

Address “Cas,” care American Lawyers’ A gency. 


WANTED.—Copies of THE AMERICAN LAWYER of 

the following dates: January, 1893; November, 
1893 and October, 1894. Are wanted to complete vol- 
umes for the library of a law school. Address P. 0, 
Box 411, care American Bankers’ Agency. 
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LIST OF ATTORNEYS 


IN UNITED STATES, CANADA & EUROPE. 
(REVISED MONTHLY.) 


The Attorneys named in this list have been recom- 
mended by banks, bankers, or other equal! — 
ae 3, a8 lawyers of ay and tested abili 

believe thar every one of them is werthy of 
entursement which we give by the placing of their 
name- herein. If, however, there is known to our 
a ern at any time, anything which reflects dis- 
creditably any one thus endorsed, we will ap- 
preciate information of the facts, and if our 
thorough — n oom e that the complaints are 
well fuunded, list will be —- pee 
All such BB will be treated as confidential 
when a y~y send business to attorneys and tirms 
— .—— letters and always mention THE 
AMERICAN LAWYER. Counties are named in paren- 
thesis (), and county seats are indicated by a * 


te” Representation in this list will be given 
accredited attorneys on favorable terms. 


























ALABAMA. 













Ath sna* (Limestone). ..............-..- W. T. Sanders 
Biruwingham* (Jefferson) 

BUSH & BROWN, Rooms 2 & 3, Steiner Bros. Bank 

Building. (See card.) 

Dadeville* (Tallapoosa) ................-.- H. J. Gillam 
Decatur (M See R. Francis 
Fayette* (Fayette)..............-.cc.02 James J. Ray 
Fwrence* (Lauderdale).............. John T. Ashcratt 
ll a ewe Seay 


Huntesville* (Madison) .............. Lawrence Cooper 
Refers toFirstNat.B'k and W.R:Rison&Co, b’kers. 
Livingston* (Sumter Reuben Chapman 
Mbile* (Mobile) 
CLA fh - Nae F le yeaa Royal st. Refer to 


Natio 
FIELDING VAUGHAN, 65 St. Francis st. 
radstreet Co. 






















Attorney 
we any M G. F. Beare 
uptgomery™ (Mon ery) .--------- 
Refers to Farley National Bank and Griel Bros. & 





Co. Attorney for Attorneys’ National Clearing 
House, Commercial Law Association, &c 














pe (Dallas) RR: John C. Reid 

T uscaloosa* (Tuscaloosa) -Foster, Jones & Rather 
Tascumbia* (Colbert)................-- Kirk & Almon 
-Tuskegee* A cena sciluacnss ainsi aaa Charles W. Hare 







Un.onwwn* (Perry) A. C. Davidson, Jr. 


ARIZONA. 


asopegeues iis ar 
Robert E. Morrison 












Tombstone’ (' Dcuanbeuaiiinasined Wm. C. Staehie 
Tewpe (Maricopa).........--.----.-- Ww.J. yd 
ee Barnes & 









+ oR 
Arkansas City* (Desha)................-. Henry Thane 
Bentonville* TBenton). -------+-----Mauck & Lindsay 
Brinkley (Monroe)............----- Palmer & Greenlee 
yy as: . E. Cravens 
(Prairie) ......... 





Fayetteville (Washington gton)....... ..-+-L. W.G 
aye’ e (Was) Dnencecsencesess 
. Refers to theBank of Fayetteville. _— 







‘ort Smith* (Sebastian) 
or HOMAS BOLES. Refers to American Nat’! Bank. 
Refers to Merchants’ Bank of 









- Ee . 
. 







Hot xing’ (Garland) 
GEORGE G. LATTA. Sates Arkansas National 















Bank of Hot Spri 
SUMPTER & SUM TER. ” Refer to Arkansas Na 
tional Bank of this place. 
MOOG” CUED)... 00 no cccacanccnnces E. E. a 
112 Allis Building. Refers to Citizens’ Bank and 
Bank of Little Rock. 
Magnolia* (Columbia)............... Jefterson Wallace 
> > ag aos 
F (GTOERG) . occccccccccccccccs van 
Perryville* (Perry).........2.0----cece«- Jas. A. Vance 
Pine Bluff (Jefferson) .........-..---- Albert E. Ewing 
Refers to the Attorneys’ National a. 
Russellville (Pope)............-..-------- & Son 
Texarkana (Miller).............. See ag _ 
gebuceenesenen joate 


Walnut Ridge _ eae W. Be 
Refers to Lawrence County Bank of Walnut Ridge. 













CALIFORNIA. 

Alameda (Alameda) ............---.---- G. E. Colwell 
say ey  ulsmeibAi seme x emake Frank F. Carnduff 

fers to Sacramento Valley Bank, at Biggs. 
Celton (San Bernardino) ¥. ¥. Oster 
Colusa (Col: -Ernest si Weyand 
Eureka* (Humbolt) . -. L. Duft 

* ( Ne Drew 
= Moreland & Norton 

J. y MARION Tg nce ex-U. hg District- Attorney. 
Refers te California Ban 


Ww. 3 mary & CO., 202 North Main st. Refer 
ational Bank of Los Angeles. 

Ss. P. MMULFORD. 223 North Spring st. Commercial 

and probate _ practice, specialties; sixteen 


WELLS & | LEE aes ‘11-17 Baker block. Attorneys 
ational Bank of California. Refer to First 







Jas. Melodia 





to) Robt. T. Devlin 
San Bernardino* (San B Bernardino)........ F. W. Gregg 
San Diego" (San Diego) ............... H. K. Heffieman 


FRANCISCO™* (San Francisco) 
EMMONS & EMMONS. Attorneys for the Emmons 


———— —— — “4 San Francisco, Port- 


and T 
FOX aonays Pacito Mutual Bldg, 508 Mon 
Collection d department under s 
~ (See card front page.) 
San Jose* (Santa Clara) Nicholas Bowden 
San Luis Obispo*(San LuisObispo). bles & nome oo 
) Ray ay 


ery 
man- 


( Davis & Allen 
| REESE SE ae. F. E. Baker 





COLORADO. . 
fe H. C. Rogers 


iAS. E. MCINTYRE. “ie Refers to First National Bank 
and E] Paso —v Bank. 
pple Creek (El P 
“DRIVERS COLLECTION AGENCY & Attorneys at 
W. S. Driver, manager. Bentley & 
Wesmenth, attorneys. 
Denver* (Arapahoe) 
BETTS & RINKLE, 805-807 Cooper Bldg. Refer to 
City National Bank. (See card on Sront page.) 
GEORGE S. REDD, 402 Equitable Bldg. Refers to 


Colored 





First National Bank of Denver. 

Greeley* (Weld)..............--2..ee00e- A. C. Patton 
Gunnison (Gunnison)...................--- D. T. Sap 
Leadville* (Lake)... m. H. N 
Monrntrose* (Montrose ..-F. D. Catlin 
Mosca ( Deccee See Garrison 

Rw & Stevens 
ID ire on so cccenéeh shan enaiun red. Betts 
Trinidad* (Las Animas) .......... Northcutt & Franks 


CONNECTICUT. 


me) = So Gould & Tracy 

Franklin Block. Refer to “Ewa Nat. B’k. 

t Haddam (Middlesex) .......... wy Johnson 

Greenwich (Fairfield).................- Hubbard 

artford* (Hartford) ...... GEO. 6. & Ge0. “ELIOT SILL 
345 Main 


street. 
Meriden (New Haven).............-- B. CALer, i 
Middletown* (Middlesex)... ‘aati’ B LEF, ik. 
Co jallaw. Refers to Farm. 
ers & Mechanics’ Savings Bank. 
Moodus (Middlesex)...........- Send to East Haddam 
Nangatuck (New Haven............ John _ amet 
fers to the mar National Ban 
New Haven* (New H 
GEO. L. ARMSTRONG, ae Church st. 
First National Ban 
William A. Wright, First National Bank Bldg. 
Refers to First National Bank or any New 


Refers to 


Haven bank. 
New London (New London)......... Arthur B. Calkins 
Norwalk (Fairfield)...................- J. B. Hurlbutt 
Norwich (New London)......... inate Wallace e. Allis 





- And 
Refers to Windham National Bank of Willimantic. 
Hartford) 


Windsor Locks ( J. W. Johnson 


DELAWARE. 
Dover* (Kent).............-..---- 
za Jeccccccocce “HOBeRT ¢ G. wous On 
Kefers to the Farmers 
(New Castle)...........---- F. Causey 
* (New Castle)..... Willard aioe Jr. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


WASHINGTON (Washington 
JOHN A. BARTHEL, 221 ring st. Mercantile collec- 
tions a specialty. Refers te Central National 


Bank. 
}. W. BLACKBURN, Jr. Jr., 472 no -~, Refers 


nae otAnDEROUAG. iF 
CLARENCE A. BRAND URG, nT} Finn Se 
—o collections and corpo! ration law 
ities. Refers to Second National Bank. 
THOS, H. CALLAN, saben > Sa Commercial 
w aspecialty. Refers to Na- 
tional Bank of the Republic. 
ee & ‘SOW. Sonnet Bldg. 
law a specialty. (See card.) 
HUBERT. E. PECK, 629 F. st, N. W. Expert in 
Patent Causes. (See card.) 
— = : on oy F. st. Refer to West 
and Union Saviugs Bank. 
WILLIAMSON rx SMITH, Warder Building. Prac- 


Commercial 





National Bank, National Bank of California and 
Los Angeles National Bank. 


tice before all courts. Refer to Washington 
Loan & Trust Co. and West End Nat'l Bank. 


FLORIDA. 
FS arene A (Franklin)..............+--- C. Hicks 
I Ca cccccecee cncececcescs H. i. OLLiPHaRe 
ay attention to commercial and real estate lay, 
Outer gre argh ee Enttrioh, Ashby & Dat 
WF) ccccosce a & 
Gainesville: ery eeecccccccccccccoccs E E. Voy 
Jacksonville* “ab 
DUNCAN rue saan. Attorney for First Nat} 
Bank of Flo: 
HENRY C. GOODELL. Collections and comm: 
lit’ tigation given Yo 1 special attentiog, 
Corporation and insurance practice. N 
Pubiic. Depositions carefully taken. Refers 
to State Bank of Florida or any wholesak 
house in the city. 
Jasper* (Hamilton)... ...............--+--- 
Key West* (Monroe)....... 
Qonla* (Martom).....cccccccccccccee 
Orange City (Volusia)................... 
jo* ( ge)...... 
Palatka’ (Putnam) ..... 
Pensacola* (Escambia).................. 
211%4 8S. Palafox st. 
St. Augustine* (St. Jehn) 
Tallahassee* (Leon) 


GEORGIA. 
Albany* (Dougherty). W T.J 
pm My Sumter... , aang, 6 S Ansley 
AGERE? (CHAFEE). 000 0cccccecsccccccccccces 


; 
Refers to Exchange Bank, Athens, and <r leading 
business houses. 
Atlanta* (Fulton) 
JOHN %. CANOLER. Refers to Atlanta Nat’! Bank. 
JEREMIAH A. CLARKE, 14 Lowe Bldg. Collection 
receive immediate ‘attention. Refers to Atlany 
Nat'l Bank and Atlanta Trust & Banking (o. 
GLENN & ROUNDTREE, 401-404 Temple Cowt, 
Refer to any bank in Atlanta. 
ita* (Richmond) 
SAM. F. GARLINGTON. Refers to Capt. Chas E. 
Coffin, cashier Nationa) Exchange Bank; (. £. 
Clark, stocks, ae ete; A W. Anderson 
Gen. Mgr. P R. & W.C. R.R., all of Au usta 
Atworney for Commercial Law Association, 
athe a 8 Mercantile Agency, eto. 


Brunswick” (Decatur) Donalson 
JOHNSON ay Kb 


ohn eieaphensened 
erchante & Traders’ B’k, Brunswick 
a “all * wholesale oe here. 


A 






Buchanan* (Haraison)................ W. P. Robinws 
Buena Vista* (Marion)... sogooe C WOOTEN 
Refers to Buena Vista Loan & Savi Bank. 
Carrollton* (Carroll) ............-....-- b & Walker 
Cartersville* (Bartow) .........-. "Rk Murphey 

Refers to First National Bank 
Columbus’ (Muskogee)..............-..- —~ H. Worrill 
Cordele yey E nonen . A. Littlej oo 
Refers to pe Nat 1B ‘k, or any et in tows, 
Dalton* (Whitefield) ......... ae & Schumate 
Dawson (Tene Kcbhhen tends sdedeeneuneds J. G. Parks 
Eastman” ( Ducevseuccassccenelesonel E. bs Smith 
Fort Gaines* (Clay)........... ecvecccoocslts Ne EE 
SO See Dean & Hobbs 
Griffin* ( | REPRE W. Hammond 
Tove iu SERB -coccqonsscece L. J. Smith 
Jessup* (Wayne). ........- 22.200. eeeeneeee D. M. Clark 
La Grange* Urea itsduéccestues mia, . — 

Lumpkin* (Stewart) 


a oy Columbus. 
ANDERSON & ANDERSON, 318 Second st. Attorneys 
for Macon Construction Co. 
some & L. HARDEMAN, 14 & 15 Rochen 3 Build'ng. 
National ban 





Refers tothe rican 
Montezuma (Macen)........... bevacecce J. A DoPree 
Newnan* (Coweta)... ................ Alvan D. Fieemaa 
Perry* (Houston)............-.- eeusesbes C. C. 
REG? (BGS oc cccccessccocessensssoce Henry Walker 
Savannah* (Chatham).. ++ a J. Brown 
Swainsboro* (Emanuel) .. antagcamaieel LEX SMITH 


Refers to G. Bell & Co. and H. C. Edentield & Co. 


both at this place and Dun & Co. and Bradstreet’s 
agencies. 
Thomasville* (Thomas) .......MacIntyre & MacIntyre 
Valdosta* Coane abacceccovan Powhatan B. W 
Waycross* (Ware)............. TOOMER & REYNOLDS 
Attorneys for "First Nat'l B’k and South Ga. Bank. 
Waynesboro* (Burke)..... Lawson, Vallaway & Scales 
IDAHO. 


Boise o (Ada) ; 
“MERCURIUS” COMMERCIAL AGENCY. Wolter 
beek & Uo., Agents. lections Mercau:ile 
Bebe Oty "Refer to bank. State Bank and 
Boise City National Ban 
Idaho Falls* (Blac kfoot) .. H. J. Hasbrouck 
Lewiston* (Nez ees. 








Rand & Haynes 

Moscow* (Latah)... James H. Forney 

are 4 (Canyon) .. ...Jd. H. Richaras 

Pocatello‘ (Bannock P. Blickensderfer 
Weiser* (Washington)............ consccoee We 

ILLINOIS. 

Abingdon (Knox)............ <...---05- Dennis Clarke 

oe panesineasenes a } F 

ee ccccceccceese SRbeese = ee 

Aurers (Kans Decnssssencccesonsanseell 0. Southworth 
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Austin (Coo! 


sero (St. Cnet) 
Belvidere* (Boone) 


an 

Cairo” (Alexander) 

: Y RPS > Caldwell 
& Son 


G 
ar AW ASSOCIATION, 1112 Ashland Block. 


BOND’ Ss COMMERCIAL AGENCY, 1131 to 1136 Unity 
Building. Clifford & More, Attorneys and 
ConneeBere. Commercial law and collections. 
(See car 

DOwe, wooo & NEWMAN, Chicago Stock Ex- 
change. Commercial and corporation law. Col- 
lections. (See card ) 

MARK C. FARR, Suite 610, 36 LaSalle st. (See card.) 

JOSEPH O. MORRIS, Suite 1401 and 1362 Chamber 
of Commerce. Commercial, corporation and 
real estate law. Special experience in insol- 
vency, litigation and adjustwents. References: 
Awerican Trust & Savings Bank, Washburn 
& Moen Mfg. Co. and Hibbard, Spencer, Bart- 
lett & Co., Chicago, and special references, 

bank or mercantile in any citv. 

OGDEN, BLAKELY & HOLCOMB, 77 Clark st. Cor 
poration, commercial and insurance law. Coun- 
sel oy The Lloyds Co. 

CHAS. H. RIPLEY. 1112 Ashland Block. 

ADOLPH "D. WEINER, 936 Unity Building. 


Chillicothe ( Peoria) 

Danvers (McLean) 

Danville* (Vermillion). . -WM. A. YOUNG 
Collections @ sp: cialty. 25 years experience. 
fers to First National and Palmer National Banks. 

Decatur* (Macon). . -seeeeee-CHARLES J. COLE 
Refers to Dec atur National Bank. 

o0esecesececcsseste A, ISS 

Dixon" (Lee) Dixon & Bethea 

Here Louis (St. Clair) FRANK C. SMITH 
Refers: w First National Bank of East st. Louis 

w rigl. t Bros. 


(Kane) 
Tinwsod (Peoria) 
Freeport’ (Stephens~n) 
kefers to German Bank of Freeport. 
Galena* (Jo Davies) 
Galesburg* (Knox). 
Greenup (Cumberland). . 
(Marshall 
* (Madison) . . ‘ 
Jack: onville* (Morgan) ..-Richard Yates 
Joliet* (Will) McCAULL BROS. 
Rooms 7, 8 and 9, Young Building. Refer to Will 
County National Bank. 


& Leekley 


Macomb" (Me Donough) 

Marion* — Geo. W. Young 

Mattoon (Coles Andrews & Vause 
Refer to am ~-y in Mattoon or Coles County. 


pomhay & Vose 


NS Re » Sanford 
Mound City* (Pulaski) WILLIAM A. WALL 
Refers to First State Bank of this place. 
Mount Carmel* (Wabash) Bell 
Mount Carroll* (Carroll)............ C. B. ray & Sop 
Mount Sterling* (Brown) T. Young 
Mount Vernon* (Jefferson) ............... é H. Pattor 
Neoga (Cumberland). . Send to Mattoon 
Oregon* (Ogle) “aa Bacon 
+. Cook 
Refers to First Wettonnt and 
National City Banks. 
Paris* (Edgar) Robt. L. McKinla 
Paxton ao ow acsecccecsecceeeeses SAMUEL LUDLO 
Peoria* 


(Peoria 
HENRY c. FULLER and RICHARD A a At 
torneys for Anthony & Trus 
Princeton‘ (Burean) Sasinw o "Trimble 
Quincy* (Adams) L. E. EMMONS, Jr. 
Refers to Ricker National Bank. 
Rantoul (Cham ) 
YY oo 
ne 
Rock Island* (Rock 
—o (Schuyler) 
ers to the Bank of Schuyler Count 
Sviveck (McLean)........ 4 See Bi 
yx ee 


rost & McEvoy 
icoawenen: Ay + &  — ily 
Jarman 
\ Ghaitee & 

Soronto W.D. Matner 
Ganear Gama: STEVENS & LANPHIER 
Practice in State and Federal agg 8 at 
tention to collections, real estate, tion and 
commercial law. Refer to Springfield Marine Bank 

and Ridgely National Bank. 








Waukegan* (Lake) 
Whitehall (Greene) . 
General pact ce. Collections orn special service. 
Winchester* (Scott)............. .J.M. 
Woodstock* McHenry) 
Yorkville* (Kendall).....................d.F 


INDIANA. 

Anderson* ed ---. Chipman, Keltner & Hendee 
- Emmet A. Brawep 

° per th 

oe enfield 

s 2 + th 

; ht 


..-..-E. K. Strong 
Jobn W. Morgan 
- Kistine & Ristine 

Mann & Beatty 


ge Cit 
Columbia City* (W 
Columbus’ ( . AS 
Crawfordsville* (Montgomery)... .. 
Decatur* (Adams) 

Refer to Decatur National Bank 
Elkhart (Elkhart; State & Chamberlain 
Elwood (Madison) H. F. WILLKIE 

Refers to Citizens’ Exchange Bank. 

Evansville* da pg 
Fairmount (Grant) - . eee . Cannel! 
Fort Wayne* (Allen). “FoLLARS & WORDEN 

Refer to Hamiiton National Bank 
Frank fort* (Clinton)............... ..-.. Joseph C. Suit 
Frankton (Madison) J. M. Farlow 
Goshen* (Elkhart) 

Greentield* (Hancock) 
Greensburg* (Decatur) 
Huntington* {Heinen 


naNEROD & & HEROD. Rooms 14- 17 Fletcher Bank Bldg. 
Refer to any bank ip the city 
KERN & BAILEY. Refer to State Bank of Indiana. 
MORRIS, NEWBERGER & CURTIS, Commercial Club 
Bldg. Practice in Federal, State and Supreme 
Courts. Commercial and corporation law. Col 
lection devartment. Stenographers, Notaries 
and long distance telephone in office. Refer to 
all Indianapolis banks; Armour & Co., Chi 
H. B. Claflin Co. and Hanover Nat. Bank, N 
SPAHR & KINGSBURY. Collections and Commer. 
cial jaw. 
Inwood (Marshall) 
Kendallville (Noble). 
Kokomo* (Howard). . 
Lafayette (Tip 
La Porte* (Lat Samuel E. Williams 
Logansport Nelson & Myeis 


a ay & Fri 
Mount Vernon* (Posey). . illiam London 
Muncie* (Delaware) ELLIS & WALTERHOUSE 
Refer to the Citizens’ National —. (See card.) 
Nappanee (Elkhart) —— 
New Albany* (Floyd) ......... ....---.-.--4 A. Dowling 
Plymouth" (Marsbali)... wii os 
th* ( .--- Harley 
Portland (Jay) Bailey & Awhipple 
Refer to the Citizens’ Bank. 
Princeton* (Gibson) 
Rensselaer* (Jasper) 
Richmond* (Wayne) 
Rockport* (5 a. bbnseeseeusscannée Elbert M. 8 
Rockville* (Parke).. Seay: HUNT 


& Morrison 
puDLEY a. SHIVELY 
Refers to all baat, "Siadicbahers and Olivers. 
Sallivan™ (Sullivan 
ANTOINETTE D. LEACH. © ially. 
sonn 8 BAYS. Commercial law and yn 


.See P 
. BEECHER at ELLEY 


-- Bla klidge & Shirley 


vial law 





W. E. Pinney 
Versailles* (Ripley) ..-Adam Stockinger 
Refi rs to Batesville ‘dnd. ) B’k and V ersailies B 


.--Oliver 
“Seo Plymouth 
Nye & Nye 
INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Ardmore (Pickins)....... ........J3. C. Thompson 

> ~~ (Creek Nation)... HARRISON 0. SHEPARD 
Collect es in the’ Territory. 

Purcell (Pontotoc M. Miller 

Sonth McA lester (Choctaw Nation) . GROVER & SHEPARD 

Tahlequah (Cherokee) . Parks 
Refers to Bank of Tahl E. Mayes, 
Principal Chief Cherokee 

Vinita (Cherokee Nation). SHEPARD. GROVE & WILSON 


= canal 


Adair (Dallas) E. Gates 

pes (Kossuth)....... GkoReE R. CLOUD 
Extensive commercial and trial business. 

Atlantic* (Cass os Ss. Ltn wo 

Baldwin (Jackson). . 

Bedford* (Taylor) 

Boone* (Boone) 


“"W. Canad 
- ose Cc. S. Reynelds 
Refers to a National Bank of Gascon. 


ALBERT 1. T. COOPER, Security Savings Bank Bldg. 
Refers tu Cedar pase National Bank and 


SCRISSMAN. feofers 
W. L. CRISSMAN. Refers to Cedar Rapids National 
Bank and Security Savings Bank. 





( ) 
Clinton* (Clinton)...... 
Council Bluffs* (Pottawattamie: 
Cresco* (Howard 


Poccccccccccssccceccceces 


Scott) ‘ 
ittaker Block. Commercial noon a > or 
Denison: CIE. dnccecescsce<«:é P. Conner 
Des Moines* (Polk) 
CUMMINS & WRIGHT. Refer to Iowa Nationarand 
Valley Nationa] Banks. 


E. T. MORRIS, successor to Smith & Morris. Re- 
fers to German National Bank. 
Gibbs & Dohs 


Dubuque (Dubuque) 

Eldora* (Hardin Charles L. Hays 

Refers to City State Bank and eatin Co. Bank. 

Emmeteburg* (Palo Alto) & Linderman 

Fort Dodge* (Webste: iOHN DOUD, ir. 
Refers to the First National _— 


8. ©. Johnson 
bi ccssimmhaaadennaes E. T. BEDELL 
Refers to iret National Bank. 
uoketa* (Jackson.................- G. L. JOHNSON 
ers to First National Bank of Maquoketa. 
MI CIE Shtrae ncncnsndcnannacsesee a T. Beem 


.-Bh e & Markley 
. C. MeMasters 


Thomas Brown. Kefers to First National Bank. 
H.C. Madden. Refers to Cook, Musser& Co. b’kers. 
Nashua (Chickasaw) 
Nevada (Story) 


--Send to Maquot eta 

Rock Rapids* (Lyon)...........--- J.K. P. Thom 

Sheldon (O'Brien) ..1. N. McINTIRE 
First National Bank Building. 

Shenandoah (Page)....... -G. B. Jennings 
Refers to First Nat'l and Shenandoah Nat’! Bauks. 

Sigourney* (Keokuk) G. D. Woodin 


= - TL 
A. 1, BROWN, Cit we Bldg. Refers toSecur- 


ty N 
JAMES DOUGHTY. Commercial litigation and col- 
lections. Refers to Northwestern Nat. Bank. 
Sioux Rapids (Buena Vista) FH. Helsell 
Spencer* (Clay) Richardson, Buck & Wye 
Storm Lake ( — Vista) 
* (Cedar 


ton, 
) Arthur K. Hitch: ock 
W aterloo* (Black Hawk) 
eg 1 f (Hamilton) WESLEY MARTIN 
Refers to Hamilton County State Bank 
Winterset (Madison) A. W. C. Weeks 


KANSAS. 


Abilene* (Dickinson) h & Hurd 


Huston & McColloch 


Rird City (Cheyenne) 
Buffalo ( Wilson).. Fimer A. Runyan 
Refers to the Commercial National Bank of Lhde- 


( ) 
ity Atturney. Refers to Morris 
, "Fe A eae J. S. Simmons 
Refers to —_ National Bank of Di —. 


A. J. Smith 
rnold & Phillips 
Refer to Bank of Girard and Fint National Bank. 
Barton I. 


ywford) 
Refers to the McGune City Bank. 





LEGAL BUSIN 


BOSTON COLLECTIONS? 


R EAD’S ACENCY. 


. H. READ, Counsel, 20 Devonshire Street, BOSTON, MASS, 





| “* ATTENDED 
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McPherson*(McPherson).......... Simpson & Johnsen 
MEARE? CRAMER)... cc cccccecccscsccccsacss 8S. W. Miles 
* (Ottawa)............- W. Hurley 
Mound hea peeans: paniaegnnned ohn W. Poere 
Newton* (Harvey).....................- Willard Kline 
OO Ee I. BH. Th 
ne Ra J. W. Parker 
Os! | See Israel Moore 
Refers to T. M. Walker, president First Nat’) B’k. 
Ottawa* (Franklin) ....................- F. A. Waddle 
LS SP Jno. W. Bell 
Rees —- peiiciiebiaieaedenenan Fuller & Randolph 
ROSE” TERED. ..ccccccccccceccccoccees : £ 
Salina* Gallmee SERRE oy R. A. Lovitt 
Santa Fe* (Haskell)....................-. 


reer rrr errr rere eee 


Refers 
Smith Centre* GRRE)... cccccnsccecece- 2 


. Pickler 

OS ea J. R. BROBST 
Reference: Jay J. Smith, banke' 

Topeka* (Shawnee)................. Doses & STOKER 

Refer to First, Merchants’ 


Central Nat. Bank Bld 

and Central National y oy Citizens’ Bank, The 

Parkhurst-Davis Mercantile Co., all of Topeka. 
Wa Keeney* (Trego) Lee Monroe 
...-Powell & Pawell 


. A. AYRES 209 North Main st. Refers to Com- 

mercial Bunk, ome Wholesale ProduceCo.,etc. 
i INO a. isn sasdeneesnseenens F. C. Hunt 
Yates Center* | EERE W. H. Slavens 

KENTUCKY. 

i onic cn cshuienspamn William P. 
Bowling Green* (Warren)........... W. W. Mansfield 
Covington* (Kenton)............. Simmons & Simmons 
Franktort* (Franklin)........... .....- W. Lindsey 
Grayson (Carter) ..................--.-- H. D. Gregory 
Henderson* (Henderson).......... 8. B. & * D. Vance 
Lexington* (Fayette) ...............-ccccees T. Herd 
LOUOUISVILLE* (Jeffe: 


BARNET, MILLER & & "BARNETT, Cor. 5th & Market 
sts. ‘Attorneys for Louisville Banking Co. and 
German Bank. Practice in State and Federal 


ae a mong insurance and corporation 


ALBERT 2°RR BRANDEIS, Room 80, Lonisville ho Funes 
Bldg. Refers to Third National Bank and Ger- 


map Insurance Bank. 
NEWTON G. ROGERS, 322 Fifth ave. Refers to Third 


National Bank 
Mayfield* (Graves) ..................- ----R. O. Hester 
BMagaville* (Mason)... .......ccccccsccces Milton Johnson 
Middlesboro GREY osencccconnsscoeca a ae 
Ne i eee “WILL H. LYONS 


fers to Newport, German we rt Nat'l Banks- 
Owensboro* (Daviess).............- ORGE w. — 
(Late U.S. Attorney, District ot aan. 
tice in State and Federal Courts. Refers to Pint 
National Bank. 
Paducah* (McCracken).............. -THOS. E. MOSS 
Practice in all State and Federal Courts. Refers 


to all banks. 
i PD. conccucscocenasnosil Lockhart & Lyng 
Prestonsburg* (Floyd)-..............-. Archer & Friend 


Refer to the Bank of Josephine, at this place. 
Richmond* (Madison).................-. J. 'Tevis Cobb 
Refeis to momen) National Bank. 


Russellville* (Logan).................-. J. B. COFFMAN 
Refers to Bank of Russellville. 

BO GEMEREED ... .ccccsccccscccscs J. P. Hornaday 
Versailles" (Woodford) ..................Field McLeod 
Winchester* (Clark)................- Beckner & Jouett 

LOUISIANA. 


Bastrop* (Morehouse). . -S. T. Baird 
Refers t» Bastrop ‘Sta e Bank and Merchants & 
Farmers’ Bank at Monroe. 

Baton Rouge* (E Baton Rouge)......- _ & Goodale 

Clinton (East Feliciana). ... . F. Kernan 
Refers to Bank of Baton Rouge, de and Canal 
Bank, New Orleans. 


Donaldsonville* (Ascension) .......... Edmund Mautin 
Marksville* (Avoyelles).......... Adolphe J. oe 
ED césccseccncncscesess D. M. Sholars 


New Orleans* (Orleans) 

MOORE & DUFOUR, 630 Commercial Place. New 
Orleans and New York references furnished on 
application. 

MERRICK & MERRICK, 220 Carondelet st. Refer 
to Hibernia Nat'l, Louisiana Nat'l and Bank of 
Commerceof New Orleans,and First N.B.,Chic. 

A. 3. PETERS, 606 Gravier st. Commercial law 
and collections. Refers to Citizens’ Bank and 





Metropolitan Bank. 

JOSEPH N. WOLFSON, Rooms 304 to 307 Liverpool 
& Globe Bldg. Commercial and corporation 
practice. (See card.) 

Rayville* (Richland)................-.- Wells & Wells 
Shreveport* (Caddo)..............- Thatcher & Welsh 
MAINE. 

Auburn* (Androscoggin) ............-. J. W. Mitchell 
Augusta* (Kennebec)............... Heath & Andrews 
Bangor* ar org kncandndicmbebed Henry L. Mitchell 
SE A es: John Scott 
Biddeford* (York) psencs ceccesa Geo. F. & Leroy Haley 
eae (Camberiand) ish ail Barrett Potter 
Calais* (Washington).............. Harvey & Gardner 
Chelsea ca CE ee Send to Gardiner 

Cherryfield (Washington)............ Fred I. Camp’ 





Dexter (Penobscot; 

Feruiaguen 
Re 

Gardiner 


First —— 


Pittston \Kenmebea™ 
Portland* (Cumberland 


98 echan 
and Canal 


RANDOLPH HG a a 16K. Lexington st. Refers 


oo ge ca Hagoer, Washington, D. C. 
HENRY M. NITZEL Attys at Law, 707 Equit- 
aeoaer ROSENTHAL, table Bldg. Counsel South 
- RGE C. MAS, ern Law & Collect’n Ag'y. 
. ALEIGH, 10 Hopkins Place, 
Hercaane ’ Pro ve it & gg ~ 


— Notary. Collections a specialty. 
ag alte Counsel. 


Counsel Tax 
& De 
LAW 


Fidelit 
SOUTHER 


f (Fairf 
‘ere to First Nat B'k and Franklin Co. Sav. B’k. 


Taseger to erchanta 
eo = ——S 
r no = public. 
ia of Houlton. 
powssccucecceueess F. M. Drew 
.Send to Gardiner 
| RRR GEO. F 
st. Refers to Portland Savings Bank 
ational Bank. 
Randolph (Kennebec 
Rockland* (Kn 


errr errr rr 


it Co. of Ma 
ND COLLECT! 


Waterville (Kennebec)............... Harvey D. 
West Gardiner (Kennebec).......... Send to Gardiner 
MARYLAND. 
WE ee Aue a memery Seecsseu Frank H. Stockett 
timore) 


Refers to People's 
erchants Nat. Bank, Nat'l Exchange 

Bank and Commercial & Farmers’ Bank 
EDWIN HARVIE SMITH, ‘Daily Record” Building. 
ers’ a 


Equitable Building. Baltimore. 


— ag ¥ ~~! yeas litigation and 


UNITED LAW & COLLECTION ASS'N an Dh 651 
Equitable Bldg. Mercantile law and collecti 

Bel Air* (Harford) 

Cambridge* (Dorchester) ............ 


Dallam & ae 


Cumberland” (Allegany) ...........-...-. A. A. Wilson 
Denton* (Caroline) .................-. Russum & Lewis 
REE CEO ccccccccccececccccccs J. 

Bee SIE cece ccccccccovcssss L. Marshall Haines 
Frederick* (Frederick) .............. BAKER JOHNSON 


Refers to Citizens’ National Bank. 


Refers to First National Bank of Attleboro, North 
Attleboro Nat'l Bank and Attleboro Savings Bank. 
Barnstable* (Barnstable) .................-- Day & Day 
BOSTON* (Suffolk) 

. ABBOTT, 85 Devonshire street. 
International Trust Co. and M. Bolles & Co., 


bankers. 
HENRY AUSTIN, 28 State st.. (alao Commissioner of 


JOHN E 


ED .cccvade Armstrong & Scott 
Dennis & Bratton 


ececcececs & 
Salisbury* (Wicomico)................ Teoadvin & Bel) 
Snow Hill* (Worcester)...............--- A. 3 
Westminster* (Carroll)........ Reifsnider & Reifsnider 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

Adams (Berkshire)........................N. H. Bixby 
Amesbury (Essex)..............----.- Jacob T. Choate 
Amherst (Hapmshire) ............... Send to Holyoke 
Ashburnham (Worcester).......... Send to Fitchbu 
Attleboro (Bristol) .................. PHILIP E. BRAD 


Insolvency) and Notary Public. 
folk Nationa] Bank. 


— L. BAKER, 178 —~ ‘gees st. 


roadway National Ban 


EDW. C. BATES, 67 Equitable Building. Refers to 


First National Bank of Westboro 


JOHN HASKELL BUTLER, Globe Bldg., 244 Wash 

(See card front pag 

CARPENTER & TOWLE, 10 Tremont st. Commercia’ 
and corporation law. 


ington st. 


J. B. Lewis Shoe Co. 
CHARLES W. JANES, 84 Sammer st. 


law and collections. 
to Manufacturers’ National Bank of Boston. 
LYNDE. HARDING & a 68 Cornhill. 
56 Bedford street. B. K. 
Moore, President. Kendall, Moore & Burbank, 
me "a Mount Vernon 


MOULTON. LORING ate LORING, 31 State st. 
to Old Colony Trust Co. and the Globe Na- 


al Bank. 
READ'S ‘LEGAL & MERCANTILE AGENCY, 20 Devon- 


MERCANTI 


end a 


LE LAW CO., 





Nota 





é.) 


Refer to Old Colony 


Trnat Co. 

FARNSWORTH & CONANT, Sears Bldg. Collections 
a specialty. Reference:—Freeman’s National 
Bank and Hamiltun Nat onal Bank, Boston. 

JAS. WILSON GRIMES, 47 Court st. Refers to Amer- 
ican Powder Mills, Globe Newspaper Co. and 


in office. Refers 





shire st. A. H. , Attorney at Law, Pres’t. 

Brockton (Plymouth)................- _ * — 
Brookfield { W orchester 
Cambridge* (Middlesex) . ‘@ieeERT ry n “PEVEY 

Refers to First National Bank. 
Easthampton (Hampshire) 
Fall River aaiee Beneues 
Fitchburg (Worcester) 

a LES i. _ BLO8. Seedy — Depositions, 

ation. 
CHAS. 8. HAYDEN. Refers to Wachusett National 


ge W. Haselton 
Nat'l B’k. 


F. NOYES 


Refers to 


AGENCY, 707 
Prompt at- 


Refers to 


Refers to Suf- 
Refers to 


Commercial 


Refer 





Gloucester (Esasex)........... eccccccce A. Ruse 
— dioy (Hampshire) duncoethncnsbatad 
Holyoke rel Saser ee Cail 
lRofers to Park Wational Bank of Holyoke oe 
Lawrence (Essex)...............- ++eeeee-Chas. U, Ba 
PI cacccccecackessecectanbahan - B. Cay 
Lowell - aes CHAS. H. CONANT 
Li = Cw — an F 
unen orcester)............. to Fi 
L Basen) oe eennsvsvoeeee cary F. Hatt 
Melrose (Middlesex).....-. LYNDE, ‘ianbine a 
Office also at 68 


Oe eer TTC errr eer irs 





Quincy Norfolk) eccceccccceseces ‘A. Pattis 
eas Elbridge R. Anders 
South Hadley ais istendeaba Send to Holyoky 
8 eld* eu Bu 

a, BURT. Collections promptly y. 


D. EW WEBSTER. Refers to First Nationa! Bank. 


Stoneham (Middlesex)..... LYNDE, HARDING & Lynoeg 
Office also at 68 Cornhill, Bosten. 

Taunton* REE)... -ceccoceceocecs G. Edgar Willian, 

Waltham (Middlesex).................... hos. Curley 

Watertown (Middlesex)............... Jobn E. Abbot 

Westfield (Hampden)....................- EO 
Refers to First National Bank. 






-Send > Fiteh 
-Geo. 8 a 


Litiletien 
Worcester* (Worcester) ............ “RICE, KING & RICE 
Refer to any bank or business house here. (See card.) 
MICHIGAN. 

Adrian* (Lenawee).................. . an & Priddy 
Allegan* (Allegany).. illiams & Se 
Alpena* (Alpena)... evcces ae & Gustis 
Ann Arbor* (Washtenaw | af ; 
Battle Creek (Calhoun) ...........-.....- H. Briggs 
Bay City* (Bay) .. VAN KiEECK & ANNEKE 


Attorneys for and refer to Universal Credit Aw 
ciation. Refer alao to Second National Bank, Bay 
City Bank and all county aes. 


EIN... 5.0 caccastdeodadeks Leavitt & Guile 
Benton Harbor (Berrien) ..............- Sam H. Kelley 
Refers to ae & Merchants’ Bank. 


Croewell (Sanilac). . 


DETROIT’ (Wa 
BOWEN : alas & WHITING, 80 to 8 Moff 


Bu idin 
CASGRAIN. *Sucuvan, MASON & DWYER, & 
Hammond Bldg. Refer to State the lek 


GRECE al HALL, Dime Sav. Bank Bldg. Practice 
in all the State and Federal Courts. Promp 
ag - collections and commercis! litige 

Refer to McLellan & Anderson sav. Bk. 

THE C CREDIT & COLLECTION CO., Home Bank Bldg. 
Refers to John L. Harper & Co., bankers, and 
Dime Savings Bank. (See card.) 

WM. L. JANUARY, 12 Telegraph Block. Send d 
tailed statement with each claim, to secar 
pomet - _— and prumpt remittance. Refers 


Alger. 
FRANK | E. noBson. Ti08.9 Chamber of Commerce 
Bids. Refers to Detroit Nat'l Bank. (See card.) 
SAYLES & SAYLES, lv Butler _ Commercial, 
corporation and real estate law 


+ eeeeeee 


-eeeeee Wilford Macien 


Eaton Rapids (Eaton)...................-. J. M. Corbin 
PR (Gemst0e) ccccccccccccccccccs Walter R. Robison 
Frankfort (Bensie)...cccscces cccccces E. R. Chandier 
Fremont (Neway vgo Wndicninnwaciuninmeuniiail L. A. Miller 

Refers to H. — lumber dealer, aud Pea- 


son Bros., dry goods. 

Gladwin* (Gladwin)................20-- J.T. C unpbell 
Grand Ledge (Eaton) 

Cassius Alexander, vice-president and attorney 

State Savings Bank. 
Grand jida* (Kent) 

BOLTWOOD & BOLTWOOD, Rooms 28, 29. 30 and 3) 
Old Houseman Building. Refer to Old National 
Bank of Grand Rapids. 

TAGGART, KNAPPEN & DENISON, 811-817 Michi- 
gan Trust Oo. Bidg. General practice. Cor: 
poration, commercial el yee aoe Refer 
to Grand Rapids National Ban 


Hancock (Houghton) ...................- “RT ’, Looney 
Refers to the National Bank of Houghton. 
Houghton* (Houghton)...............-Albert R. Gray 


ae do cenit xushonvanaie Henry J. Horrigan 
Refers to Webber Bros. Bank, Ionia Co. Sav's Bk 
and First National Bank. 


Ispheming (Marquette) ............. 
Jeskeon (ackeen)....-......... FORREST C. BADGLEF 
102 West Main street. 
Kalamazoo’ ( Dacccccece Boudeman & Adams 
Lansing CRs sndatcdscehiectsessnt WOOD & WOOD 
Refer to City Nai’ land Ingham County Sav. Banks. 
Manistee* (Manistee)................... . Benedict 
Marquette* (M jeottey SE Te D. H. Ball 
Midland* (Midland)................... M -, Stanford 
Mount Pleasant* ‘Teabella phe Ueusueanegen 1. Dodds 
Muskegon” (Muskegon)............ R. J. macbONALD 
Is is ic cscccanccoctseen William J. Gilbert 
CORNED CATE) .0ccccccccocecesceasen H.C. ton 
Petoskey (Emmet) snceutneedeteetaniuned Dart & 


Refer to S. Rosenthal & Son and First State Bank. 
Pontiac* (Oakland)................+.- Jos. E. 





Port Huron* (St. Blair)......... ...-Harvey Sari 
Romeo (Macomb)..............---- C. C. THORINGT! 
Refers to Citizens’ National Bank. 
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geginaw* (8 Rich Hill (Bates) Geo. P. Huckeby | Pender* (Thurston) R. G. Strong 

€.). DE OREST, Eddy Bldg. (East Side.) Prac- R: fers to Rich H ll Bank and Farmers & Merch- Refers to State Bank of Pender and First Nat. B k. 
tices in all courts. Collections snd commercial avts’ Bank. Rising City (Butler) Y 
law a specialty. Thoroughly uvtonee collec- | St. Joseph* (Buchanan) STAUBER & CRANDALL Refers to to Rising City Bank and 
tion department. Refers to Secoud National pg American Bazk Building. Rushville* (Sheridan) .................--- C. Patterson 
wey —b, Savings Bank of East eras 8ST. | (Colfax) -a E. F. 

Beach (diuron Hal) “JAMES | M. LEWIS, Commercial Building. Reference: | Seward* (Seward).............. . 
font Ste. Marie* (Chip pews) A. Cay Fourth National Bank. . South Omaha (Douglas) 
Refers to the First National Bank ‘ot this place. MILLS & GRANT, 204 North Third st. Attorneys Stanton* woes) 

(St. Joseph) -C, sed & Co. 


Du 
Three Rivers (St. Joseph) RR. Pealer & Geo. E. PARKS, HOPKINS & STEINWENDER, DeMenil Bldg. 
Traverse City* (Grand Traverse)......... P. C. Gilbert Refer in St. Louis to St. Louis Dairy Co.. 


Weat Bay City (Bay) YT i Snod City Smith & Sons Grocery Co., Stein wender, Stef- 


West Branch* (Ogemaw) 8 fregen & Co., and avy Judge or Bank. Refer- 
Ypsilanti (Washtenaw) ences elsewhere on application. 
eee ean Willis G. Hine (W: 
Sedalia* (Pettis) 
et ug | ange eames Be mee 
eiindge 6 ecceeensscune r to Sedalia N . . 
_— (Mower)... Lyman D. Baird vccessorenee<tih 1h Sai NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
(Crow BD wcccceccccececs , e Springfield ecm. “Baal wv: M 
Peay (Yellow Medicine) Geo. Fitesimmons Stewartaville (De Kalb) .. ‘ F. Clark 
Duluth’ (St. Louis) Stockton‘ (Cedar).............-.....--- C. 7 Ragland 
RICHARDS & CRANDALL, 301-302 Burrows Bidg. Refers to the Cedar County Bank. 
Collections and commercial business. Highest 
rade references furnished on request. eeaiesenns =< 
RICHARDSON & DAY. Commercial and mortgage | Unionville (Putnam)....... 
collections a sp:cialty. Refer to any bank in | Warrensb 
Duluth, and St. Paul ‘National Bank, St. Paul. | Webb City ( 


MONTANA. 


Hendereon* (Sibley) W.H. Leemas | Billings* (Yellowstone A. 
Prairie* (Toc i aml hdguaaaenteiil J.D. Van Dyke | Bozeman* (Gallatin)............... Sutton & Tbresher 
Mankato* (Blue eal : W.L. Comstock | Butte* (Silver Bow)...................John A. Shelton 
hia’ (Hennepin Dillon (Lemhi) Ralps P. Quarles 
ELD & FIFIELD, o1 Lumber Exchange. Mer- | Glasgow* (Valley).. .......John J. Kerr 
c Btile “ and collections. (See -) fers to Lewis Bros. Bank. 

MERRICK & MERRICK, 736 to 738 Lumber Ex Largent & Huntoon 
change. Commercial, corporation and msur- | Hamilton (Missouia).................Robert A. O'Hara 
ance law. Collections a specialty. Refer to Helena: (Lewis & Clarke) 
the Metropolitan Trust Co. E. CRUTCHER, Bailey Bloc 

emnovides (ivpows) . WN. & S. - MeINTIRE. Gold Block. Commereial 

wings (Goodh iioyt & Johmece ere particularly. 
Beawing” (Goodhue) aye & commen EDWARD C. RUSSEL. Practices in United States 
Rochester (Olmsted) Burt W. Eaton and State Courts. Commercial law, trust funds 
Saint © lond* (Stearns) . oss cegeconcqat ame ~— and estates. Refers to Montana Nat! Bank. 
ghey a oot A Kalispell (Flathead) McC. Wininger untio City~ (Atlantio) -.-..... , 

112 New York Life Buiid’g. ” Refers to Merchante’ | 5; See eee Conrad National Beak at cee nyaee On = ame “ome i Seymour Ag hed 
National Ba os A. Stone Refers to tne Westen, Montana Matiooal Hank. ntrim 

ne — 75 White Sulphur Springs* (Meagher). . -----P. Black 
gern & fa Lees 


Attorneys ae Bank of Winona. NEBRASKA. a (Cape Mag) ....-- on aot F. pes: 
Ain«worth* (Brown) 


Refers to Bank of Ainsworth. 
MISSISSIPPI. Auburn" (Nemaha) " John 8. Stal 
..A. L. Bishop 


eges S35 2" « S86R8RE wees Ske Evek | 
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Aberdeen* (Monroe) G. C. Bartlett (Whee!er) 
Bay St. Louis* (Hancock). ....Jobn Leland Henderson Refers to Bank of Elgin, Neb. 
hefers to R. G. Dun & Co. aud New Orleans Canal | Beatrice* (Gage) GRIGGS, RINAKER & BIBB 
& Banking Co., New Orleans. Attorneys for First and Beatrice National Banks. 
SE CID .0cccscncccecetaseosees F. B. Pratt | Benkelman* (Dundy) 
Greenville* (eame.. Alfred H. Stone | Central City* (Mereick). bakdinéiees E. Dorshemmer 
Greenwood (Leflore). . énenots 7 Columbus (Platte) ABeRT & REEDER 
First Nat'l Bank Bldg. Refer to First Nat'l Bank. and 
David City” (Butler). . T. W. DAY First National Bank, Jersey City. 
Refers to City National, ~—_, Nebraska National R. B. ceYmOUL Commercial law and 
E. Brown and First National Ban of corsorations in this State. Refers to First 
soeeceeessse--- JOhD U. Hartigan Nationa! Bank. 
CHARLES SCOTT & E. H. WOODS. Refer to Ranh Fremont* (Dodge Robert J. Stinson | Long Branch (Monmonth)............John W. Slocum 
) J D. 


of —— = _ : said Chas_ Scott is presi- Manasquan (Monmouth) , Parker & Pearce 
dent. Send to Freeboid 


Gothen . D.G Matawan (Monmouth)............... 
MOORE ACLARK beter to Bank of Resodaie. Hall). ey orris 
Vickeburg* (Warren)..........-...Dabnev & Mot'sbe . may es 
Willamsbuarg* (Covington). . --+seeeeeeJ. O. Napier #( ; 
R. SNYDER ac Co | Newark* (Eesex . 
MISSOURI. efe Metwaske Lean antl BYRNE, 22 Clinton street. Collections 
. rust Co. i 
Hayes Centre" (Hayes) ots a= T ELLIOTT Lay on. oe Pee ee 
= = pennant J.B. , Holdrege" (Poel). — 
~ ah (Bates) id nanniccuseiakennne C. A. Kearney’ (Bu WARREN PRATT cordon +S o HAMILTON, 791 Broad st. Collections 


Refers to City National Bank and Farmers’ Rank. JOHN | Tel EAD, 622-623 Prudential Building. 
U.S. and e Court Commissioner. 


in* (Lancaster) 
r —— ss peat me oa 1127 Om. Weert, adjust | New Branswick* ( )..... Warren R. - Schenok 
claims promptly in Nebraska. Refers to National oo of New Jerse ‘e0- 
ees to RG. Dun & Ga. ond Taney Comm Banke corriN a. “. STONE, 1104 O st. Refer to Columbia} —_ple’s National Ban po wt be 
Grant Orange (Essex).........--. «0..- «++ peor 
Seenthal Mote ious C ee Gonae DARNALL. TeKIRKPATRICK &EUBANK, Richards Bik. | Orange (Hesex}-- 
Refers to Farmers & Merchants’ B’k of Hannibal. Ve want your Nebraska collections. Paterson* (Passaic)..........C. HENRY VAN. BLARCOM 
Independence (J ack son) Jno.N. HARWOOD. AMES & PETTIS. Attorney for First Second Nat'l Bank Bldg General legal business. 
C. Fisher National Bank. cial attention given to collections. Refers to 
Bf (Jas ALFRED Ww. scuTT, Suite 136, Borr Block. Fifteen rs ate rson National 
¥ XSAS. try: (Jackson) . years’ experience. Personal attention to cul- ) AeeD a CODDINGTOR 
CHAS. F. MUSSEY, 515 Main st. Commercial and lection=, commercial litigation, mortgage fore- Babcock Bldg. yy 
ration law. Refers to any bank. closures, prebate and co: peration law. Refers | Princeton (Mercer). 
$. ha EST, 504 Temple Block. Tnefers to Hen. to First National Bank a: d R. G. Dun & Co., 
Joho F. Dillon, New York City. Lincoln. on lope 
Kirksville (Adair)...............2.-.0022+2 J.C. Storm | Medison‘ (Madison James Nich | a ee James L. Griggs 
n* (Lafayette) vite ene iol ..J. B. Shelwalter Refers to First National’ Bank of Madison. [renton* (Mercer 
= nies ceentcecesdsaln GUE + arene Th Willow) Hu A, NEVIN J. Loos 9 East State st. Collections and 
hele “We - e a mercan’ 
Refers to se Ra. of Marebfield. | “J+ P. Smith | Norfolk* (M : GEO. A. LATIMER EPHRAIM CUTTER 
(DeKalb) Re : . Refers to the Nortolk National Bank. M pecialty. 
lemphis* (Scotland) . North Platte* (Lincoln) J. 
lexko* (Andrain).. F . Oakdale* ( Antelope) 


ly* (Rando h). . Omaha* (Douglas) 

eesho (Newton). :o G. H. BURCHARD, 304 Karbach Block. Commercial NEW MEXICO. 
Nevada’ (Vernon) . . and Equity litigation. Refers to the Omaha | Albuquerque* (Bernalillo) THOS. N. WILKINSON 
; * (St. Clair). H. Denies Savings Bank. Notary Pub ic Refers to the Rank peeert mene of this place. 
Poplar Biuff* (Butler sre ’ EDMUND G. McGILTON, 411 Karbach Block. Re 
Refers to any lar Biuft. fers to Omaha National, First National and 

: 1. B. _— _- an Savings Banks. Canam ——_ 
olor stteuties to collections and the negotiation | ('Neill* (Holt) 8 

7 erme mortgage loans for non-resident investors | Ord" ( Valley)...-..---.+--0000--00+++> ,. Santa Fe* (Santa Fe)...... ENR Lee ot George W. 

iT years’ experience. Refer to Bank of Princeton. ' Pawnee CTty* (Pawnee) & Btory | Seggrro* (Socorro)...........+-++--+-+-+-.J. D. Brooks 
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ATTORNEY AT LAW, 815 Society for Savings Building, CLEVELAND, ° 
COMMERCIAL LITIGATION A SPECIALTY, 


































meena 
rE AMERICAN LAWYER. 
— sdnisciesitiainba ——— 
NEW YORK. Saugerties (Ulster)................. Egbert Whittaker | Delphos (Allen).......... seeeseeeeeesHOrace A. Reon 
Albany* ( atbany) Mills & Bridge Soheneotady* — ecccccceess Jacob W. Clute | Dennison (Tuscarawas)..........-.----.. A.W. ELsoy 
y) chionmaae. Westecdh. Beko ds Spencerport (Monroe). .............. Send to Rochester Refer to D+ nnison t Bank. 
Auburn* (Cayogs) ie Underwood, Storke & Seward ouse* pcr iene (arate 2 A IRS isting Mea . 
Batavia* (Genesee) ..................- A thor E. Clark BENEDICT & RIDER, 418-420 Kirk Block. Refer (EATRIR).0002-eeeeseees. + gH. G 
ton* (8 ; to Bank of Syracuse. Findlay neo) « Secccescescceces w. Hi McElvaing 
LIFFORD S$. ARMS. General Practice. Courts. WILSON & WELLS. 9 Larned Bldg. Refer to Bank any A  baiaiemeabene wong 
tg saa. card.)  —”—~—t—t”—”Ct«*«i«* «Gh tHomn (Crawford)... 2.22 enene ns sneeee 
Gallipolis* (Gallia) Albert Douitt 4 
Broaklya*( oy so ttteeeeseeeeees Send to Rochester as ~ one Terence as ixext . ct EY Hofers to Firet National and Ohio Valley bo 
GE RCE F F. pF. ELLOTT, Garfield Blag. Refersto the | €8 & 10 Congress st. “Special attention given to | Geille: (Darke)... sacs nox, i See Eby 
Nas al Bank of B — ediestions ath enum i Gocemvilie? Darke) Eine kaeae -...-Knox, Marts & 
MOREHOUSE & FISH, 26 Court ot, Commercial and | Utica (Oneida)....-.-.-.-. ®-AYLESWORTH & SHUMWAY | Hamiltoa: (Butler). ae° --Beldon & Fit 
corporation law. Refer to Central Bank of Oneida. Hilishore” (ighiand) “40. N. Samy 
Safa’ Chew Virgil (Cortland) .......--..---.2-++- Send to Cortland ee ee. -ALR Soham 
CHARLES R. & CLARENCE U. CARRUTH, 52 White Wesereowe! SER EM)..-000-- +++... . H. Sawyer | Kenton’ (Hardin) 0. Wn 
Bl _Lolieetions ona satien law. De Whitehall (Washington).......... A. D. Sertholownw re * (Fairfield) Pickering & P 
egy ee my Refers to the Old National Bank of Whiteball. (yy: eed ote et 
cL TON . CLARK. 2 West ton A st. Attorneys White Plains* (Westchester) cecsces Wilson Brown, Jr. fondant Madi a ee dD. mMenter 
wy Aehpey, *78 | Yonkers (Westchester)........0..2.... Wm. C. Kellogg | Londen’ (Matioes).... i Le 
GENERAL COLLECTION AGENCY OF BUFFALO, | Refers to Penfield oe es y 
Erie County Bank Bldg. Geo, 8. Hull, Atv. NORTH CAROLINA. Lorain Savioge & Beuk Co... a 
ee and mee. a > tL ty Ashboro* (Randolph) | Manafeld* abeaen ee Pap 1 & McBRiDg 
ELINU HU R. SHERWAN, 21 Builders Exchange. At GEO, &. BRADBHAW. Refers to Commercial Me | 5500s (Marteg) ers eecrnnseene: J. F, Mead 
Walle, or Bank of Nort ins, erchant we. HAMMER. — M nebit Refer to Na- | Marysville* (Union)..............-.....-. J.E Gritig 
—, ~ —— - — a ‘ers to them —o — High Point, N G. a os Massillon’ ee) kbaneweceea Pease, Baldwin & Young 
UNITED MERCANTILE” ‘ASSOCIATION “incerp.) | Asheville’ (Buncombe)...........-. Davideon & Jones | Uitiietown (Butler). Doty & Tele 
Build 5 ( re.) Carthage* (Moore) .................+-.-- awell d tows (Butler).......--++-+++- ay & Todhutter 
310 D. 8. Morgan B aoe z wilectigns | Charlotte (Mecklenburg). ......... CLARKSON & DULS a BEE, Seen -~2e-2000snenss oper & Mow 
aed gu ‘See ys. actions Practice in all courts. Refer to Commercial Na- | Newark (Licking)... ........--.----++-+- aldo Tayler 
ports. (See card.) tional and First National Banks. New Philadelphia* (Tuscarawas) ........ J. F.K 
ccccccccocces aa, yt] Durham* (Durham). . — , Manning & Foushee Norwalk* (Huron)...........-.----------A. M. Beattly 
ere Elizabeth City* (Paequotau neermqatte: Yk * Piqua (Miami)............-----------Jamison & Davy 
eae Refers to First National Bank of iisabeth City, | Portsmouth’ (Scioto)....... ....-------; J.P. Purdus 
RE EE * md to by Fayetteville’ (Cumberland)... _H. MeD. Robinson | Ravenna* (Portage)............-........E. W. Maxs 
wanes “idian E winstow | Gastonia (Gaston).................. William H. Lewis | Bipley (Brown)............-.0------2...-W. D. ema 
a3 Greensboro* (Guilford)................. Dilland & King | Sandusky* (Erie).......... ......-; vifey 65 
and Postmaster of Cortland. Greenville? (PIHA)...... aac. .-<eacccoceess W. H. Lon Springheld® (Clark). ......--++--00 Cochran & Rodger 
s G. Teas Refers to Elliott Bros , Baltimore, Md., and J. Pa abenville (Jeflerson).........-----.-... P.P Lewis 
Elmira* (Chem , HERENDEEN & MANDEVILLE Cherry & a Greenville. BE GRUNGE voc ccc ccscesssccncces DERR & CORBET 
Attorneys ung) --;, WERE +) mira Savings Bank ; 7 Airy (Surry) -.....-----+-+--+00-- pope yy, rh ped Teledy” (Lane) -daorieasbengen sic 
painem Xork State Association of Hard ware Jobbers. New Berne (Craven ” 0. W. WINSDALE. Collections, THOMAS DUNLAP, 308 National Union Builting 
Felten (Ouwege)-s-- so... FREDERICK G. SPENCER | Selby (Cloveland).-..............-..- Gidney & Webb | eos ten & FOSTER, 00 Produce Exchange. he 
Refers to oh Hires 3 —. Statesville* (Iredell) ...........-..-2 Armfield & Turner | mee Exchange. Rete 
ers to the First National Bank of Fulton Willlametont NES a J. E. Moore | tohe Ketcham National k. 
bh A wy — eat fnvcbindksmons Re = L. ye Wilmington* (New Hanove  P. B. MANNING | L. H. PIKE, 301 Gardner Building. Refers to the 
Genveneur as Leevenes s cscpaliias Wi ili 5 a Refers to any bank in W iain ton. Uhrich Mille (ra oo aga 
= re ae "ae illiam Neary | winston* (Forsythe) REET ATSON & BUXTON e ric “y- Tm ay pocweewues om to Desks 
Homer (Cortiand)......---.------.--.8e0d to Cortland | Pf0mpt attention given to all business. Attorneys | Urge, COMPO ioe icoe Champelne 
H e Falls (Monroe) Pak onal Rend toR , ater for First Nat. Bank. Refer to all Winston banks. z aud Citize #3 »’ Na inal Bank. a call 
v MEDORA). oc ccccccceees as. Conderman an Wert* (Van Wert)...........-....-- . L. Mabe 
Hudson" (Columbia) ...............--. A. F. B. Chase NORTH DAKOTA. Warren® (Trumbull) 3.23000. 0002 -.- Jno. M. Stal 
Ithaca* (Tompkins) ..................-. James L. Bismarck* (Burleigh) ................ my yf? Barnes | Washington © H.* (Fayette)........ George W. Alle 
Jamestown (Chautauqua). .. —- towier & Wee Devil's Lake* ( 7 Secnesescosnsain lone Refers to the Commercial Bank at this p place. 
Jobnatow n* (Fulton) ............- AYETTE MOYER Dickinson™ (Stark).............. aigent ie BUR ET! | Wellston (Jackson) ..................---- A. E. Jacobs 
Refers to Bradstreet's and the J vote Bank. Collections a vam hag Refers to First Nat Bank. Refers to First National Bank of W —. 
Keeseville (Essex)......-..........-..... N. T. Hewitt | Ellendale (Dickey)................. -.-----. A. T. Cole | Wilmington* (Clinton)...........-...---- 3. P. Thorpe 
Refers to Keeseville National Bank. EE FRED B. “WORRILL Youngstown* (Mahoning)............J. Calvin he 
Kingston‘ (Ulster)..............-..... J. G. Westbrook Office: First National Bank Block. Refers to First | Zanesville (Muskingum) ..............C. A. Maxw 
Lockport* (Ni Di <hendcnsncosinndanl Joshua Gaskill and Red River Mf National Banks. 
FRE RICK G G. PADDOCK. References: Teople’s Hillsboro” (Traill ee Some ; sels OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 
National Benk and Farmers’ National Bank. | Mandan* (Morgan).....................--.B. W. Shaw | El Reno (Canadian)................--- Baxter & Severy 
Marathon (Ontiand) Liianbteebaa math ; Send to Cortana Northwood {Grand Forks)............--M. v. Linwell Gathrie* A --Green & Strange 
Middletown (Orange) ............... cha aylor teele ( MUeccnces - ssecisdess arles tanley ee 
Means Vernon (Wentehaster) Ostrander & Cenwierd kefers to the Capital National Bank of of Biemarel. OYNTON a aves = ‘Refers o to Bank of Kingfisher 
ao Halle cw West : - ct : ee | eae = W.W. NOFFSINGER. Kefersto Bank of Kingfsbe 
NEW YORK* (New OHIO Mulia fere to Reak of Muikail ‘aad ‘Peeples Bash 
CARTER, HUGHES & DWIGHT, Suite 150-00, 8 | rope (Sammi) eee eneeeneeennn--o-~Oti Ott | Biochim, Town vrei 
inte ckinterdtdedndesscohontd ew F GRE). co cocccecs séecdsesoess 
went ELLIOTT LAW CO., 206 Broadway. (See = (Ashtabuia).<2-0200000-2.. 3 W. Calvin | Norman’ oklahoma. aan nm s 
ucyrus* (Craw Jonccccsccccoseses wal rat oma” ( OMA) .......---- 
monEHOUSE “ a ae Broadway. Commercial ? a ee ees a. Comstagham way. Cote Sutbankanbeskspibeaeess wer. a = 
‘ara ( th an enisshihiied em Water*® (Payne)... ....cc.sse- see. rling 
RUSSELL, wey one Se Fe Stow. Refers to Uld National Bank of Cambrid OREGON 
tion, Insurance and Corporation Law. vRefors to the Farwore' Baik." NK P. KIBLER- 2 
0. B. THOMAS, 35 Wall st. Geveral law practice. | Ggrroliton* (Carroll) ‘ older & Oglevee Astoria* (Clateop)......-..---++---sss00+ A. . Kanga 
Collection department. Consulting counsel. Chillicothe* (2cse)................. yy oy? Douglas, Jr. Eugene* (Lane)..........--.-.---- «+--+ H. 1). Nortos 
Niagara Falls (Niagara)........... Ely, Dedley & Cobn | coNCINMATT® (Hanae) _— Refers to First National Bank at this place. 
pone th mene go Deere ELIHU R. SHERMAN EU AMIN H. COX, 90 Kast Fourth st. Corpora | °"EmMmONS & EMMONS, 600 to 612 Chamber of Owe 
Ugdensburyg (St. Lawrence).......... Louis Hasbrouck 
Gasida (Madiece) .................... Soca dt teeer pa o ——— es Refer to Merch- merce Building. Attorneys for Emmons At 
Refer to National State Bank, Farmers & Merch- Betton costes Law Offices of San Francisco, Port 
ante’ Ghite Bank. and « central Bank JOHNSON & LEVY. ae Commerce Building. Seattle and Tacoma. 
Oneonta (Oteega , : : Refer to Equitable National Bank, Members of 1onnt. t. ‘wnaLter, 415 Chamber of Commerce Bldg. 
Oswego" Ome... ere aoeea cp Attorneys National Clearing House. 
Owego* (Tioga)...........--.------. Circleville* Stee eee a, Smith & Morris Salem* Atarion -eaneeenseeseens CARSON & FLEMING 
Peekskill (Westchester) .................. J. H. Baxter | Cleveland (Cuyabo, Refer oe the Capital National Bank of : ~~ 
Penn Yan* (Yates) <....-.cscccceneoeon John TK ARTHUR A. STEARNS, 815 Society for Savings Bldg. The Dalles* (Wasev).....Mays, Huntingtes & 
latte Clin eecececeese-s ellogg Gene practice in tate an rai cour 
Potedam (St. Lawrence).............. _W. M. Hawkins Prompt attention to collections and commervial PENNSYLVANIA. 
Mbecpale® (Dutchess) einstein litigation. Notaries and stenographers in office | Allegheny* (Allegheny).........-.....-- H. L. Christy 
ers atio’ 


and Farmers & Manufacturers’ Nat'l Banks. 
=. M. FOWLER, 56 Market st. Refers to Fall- 
kill and City National Banks. (See card.) 
MARTIN HEERMANCE (Ex-District Attorney of 
Dutchess a ta Refers to Ponghkeepsie 
Nationa] Bank. 
Rhinebeck (Dutchess).............. Martin Heermance 


hester* (Monroe) 
SELDEN S. BROWN, 337 338 Powers Bldg. Prac- 
bea in City. State and Federai courts. Refers 


Trad Na‘ional Bank 
CHARLES ROE, 1002-1004 Wilder ne (See 
card back page.) 
at nomen uksorneiednueeieesameninl 8. Klock 


Seraoga§ Hill Selemanece (Cotarengne).. wa ‘ite ae inakisee 
(Saratoga 





Sprin 
ers to First National Bank. 


for pe —— Refers to State Na | anentown* (Lehi 
tional Bank. (See card.) Vi 
IAS. M. WILLIAMS, 204 Superior st. Commercial ones t. Ke AUPrMaN. Before w Lehigh Valley 
wand collect 


ions. itions. Refers hy 
Contra and Union National Banks and Savings $8. L.. Fe apm (tenn A “J Lbin ee 
Trust Itoona (Blair) 
1OHN 0. WINSHIP, Blackstone Block. Refers to 1.8. ‘LEISENRING. Commercial Law and Colle- 
vgn _— Bank. tions distinctively. Solicitor for First Nationtl 











Colambus’* (Franklin Bank of Altoona. 
HARRY R. WILSON, Room 6, ¥. M. C. Bldg HORACE 6G. hay a Rooms 6 & 7, Nicholson Bldg. 
Collections and commercial law a epuahitp. Reters to First National Bank 
Dayeens ( (Mon Beaver Falls (! "Beaver) TERETE Gilbert L. Eber bart 
W. E. BEE uLY, avin Bae. Collections and com. | Bellefonte* (Centre) ............-.++++- ver & Dale 
mervia] la beck pegs Bethlehem (Northampton). .Send to South Betblebea 
GOTTSCHALL. & BROWN ocr CRAWFORD, Odd Fellows’ | Bradford (McKean)..............- Mosweeney & Byle 
Tempe Refer to all banks. Brockwayville (Jefferson).........- us B. McCullough 
Defiance* (Defiance)................... oP 2 E. ORCUTT Refers to the Brockwayville Ba 
Cennmereldl lnw ond eaiections. to Defiance | Brooxville* (Jefferson). heat Ci Sohn ©. White 
banks. Refer to the National Bank of Brook ville, Pa. 
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ATTORNEYS AT LAW, 438, 46 & 47 BROAD STREET, CHARLESTON, 5. C. 
COMMERCIAL LITIGATION AND COLLE€TIONS A SPECIALTY. 














Connellsville lo (Fayette).........+- 
Baston® (N amr 
Brie* (Erie 
Y Wome go). ne L. Kable 
Refers to Franklin Sav. Bank & International B’k. 
burg* (Adams)....+---++--0+--.-+. C. Sheely 
mee mio First National Bank of Get yeu. A 
a 


aa (Wesmeeeeeney... _ P 
(Daupbin)......-....-- eade 
sary (> idtideeedeanin T. HOWARD PARDOE 
re ral collections nenety attended to. RKe- 
fers to Ma: kle Banking & Trus' 
eburg* (Blair) ...........+-.+ Robert W. Smith 
Honeedale* ( sseceecceeeesA, T. Searle 
Johnstown (Cambria) seeeeneseoconseneeets H. H. Kubo 
Toeter® (LAMORSUETY.000000-0s cess. WM. H. KELLER 
Refers to People’s National Bank, Lancaster Trust 
Co. and People’s Trust Co. 
Lebanon* (Lebanon)...--------++.-.++. & Schock 
Lewisburg (Union). -M. ~e 
Refers to Lewisburg } National — 
Miffli 














Mifflinbu a. fe oa 
Ship BAPE FRANK .. REBER 
Refers to the Milton Trust & Safe De 
Mount Carmel (Northamberland)......... 
Mount Pleasant ow cate kanied 
New Castle" (Lawrence 
W. H. FALLS. Refers to National Bank of Law- 
rence County 
H. K. GREGORY. ” Refers to the First Nat'l Bank. 
Norristown" (Montgomery). .... WM. F. DANNEHOWER 
Oil City (Venango)...........------+-0+-- Wm. McNair 


ar as oe (Philadel me) 
). & L. J. BAMBERGER, Ledger Building, 
606 Chestnut st. Commercial law. Collections. 
— to Commercial National Bank, John & 
as. Dobson, John Wanamaker &CityTrustCo. 
can & & FRANCISCUS, Provident Bldg. Commercial 
and corporation law. Collection d 
thoroughly modern and well equip: 
sitions en by Notary, G. CU. 


artment 
Depo 
ranciscus. 


References: New York, National Wa’! Paper 


Co. ; Ag wn me A Tradeemen's Nat'l Bank ; 
‘Atlantic Refining Co. ; W. Johns Mfg. Co.; 
— iam H. Grevemeyer “ C. M. Bailey's 

& Co. ; Supplee Hardware Co. 
1B. SCASSEL, 329 Drexel Bld 
oo law and coil 

cashier National Bank a Republic. 
GUARANTEE ‘COLLECTION & LAW CU., offices Bul 
Bidg. Law and collections. References 
of ‘Clark & Denniston, General Couns+l, by 
rm ssion; Fir-t Nat'l Bank, Fourth Street 
Nat'l Bank, Centennial Nat'l Bank, E W. 
Clark & Co., bankers, Fidelity Insurance, 

Trust & Safe ‘Deposit Co. 

WORTON & NORTON, 1326 Chestnut st. Law and 
collections. Reliable correspondents in all 
large cities. Refer to Commonwealth Title 

mrance & Trust Co. 

WAGNER & COOPER, 251 South Fourth st. Refer to 
R.G. Dun & Co. The Mercantile Agency, at 
any office. 


PITTSBURG* (Alieghen 
“_— — = ‘ Dinecnd st. Refers to Anchor 


LEE & sa CHAPMAN, 170 Fourth ave. 
and commercial law. Refer to Ke 
and Columbia National = ce 


ration 
stone Bank 
burg, and 


B. EDWARDS 
-Z 


Coen em meen eeeneee 


M. F. SANDO, Dime Bank BMg. Refers to Dime 
ry Discount Bank and Scrauton Savings 


rust Co. 
0s we WOODRUFF. New Republican Bldg. Refers 


to Dime Deposit & Discount Bank and Third 

National Bank. 
Smethport' (McKean) E. R. Mayo 
gyn to Hawlia, banker, and the Eldred 

‘a 
South toe (Northampton) ...... J.D. Brodhead 
ent ——— for the E. P. Wilbur Trust Co. 

Sunbury” (North —— endos ei HARRY S. KNIGHT 
= eCormick, bankers, 





to ¥ le — 

cop! ‘s 

Willamaport" (L:veom ing). “i Wadi w. C. GILMORE 
Refers e es ranc: al Bank 

St cctehiaseesctctssane seeee- John F. Kell 


RHODE ISLAND. 


Bristol’ (Bristol) cocceesece ee 
Loy ea tebe P. Sheffield 


Providence* (Providence) 
FRANK H. JACKSON, 49 Westminster st. Collec- 
tions and commercial litigation a specialty. 
Refers to Hon. Chas. Matteson, Chie Justice 
¢ —— Islavd, Industrial Trust Co. and THe 
RICAN LAWYKR 
JOHN "ERASTUS LESTER. Commissioner for New 
ork. Patents. Collections 
WE Fo 6s. 60s ceciccccess 


ans A (Wa bin 
Woonsocket depts... pissadeen cacd 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Aiken* (Aiken).......... -Claude E. Saws er 
Refers to Bank of Aiken, ¥.B. Henderson and B. 
F. Turner. 
Camden* (Kershaw) ...................-. C. L. Winkler 
CHARLESTON” ‘Charles 
MORDECAI RGADSDEN. | , O. Box 156. Refer to 
— A in city. Council for State Savings 
card on this and on back cover.) 
SMYTHE, ‘fe a FROST, 7 Broad st. Refer to Ex- 
cban Banking & Trust Co. and Bank of 
eston Nat'l Banking Ass'n, Charleston. 
(See card.) 
Columbia* ( Richland) Francis H. Weston 
Greenville* (Greenville) Isaac M. Bryan 
Urangeburg* (Orangeburg)... . P. T. Hildebrand 
Spartanbu: g* (Spa: tanburg)......... Nicholls & Jones 
Union* (Union) Thomas B. Butler 
fers to Merchants & Pianters’ National Bank. 


SOUTH phupmeins 

Aberdeen* (Brown) ................-.. . TAUBMAN 

Refers to First N. B. on ones res Ase n — 
Bangor (Walworth).............. WwW.R 
Ce CI in ink ce nccncdsceeses 
Chamberlain* (Brule)................... 
Dead wood* ad iaddnnenemieees 
Flandreau* (Moody) “HARRY . JAMES 

County “Bank. 


Refers to a 

ESSE Loomis S. Cull 
nist John L. Pyle 

iin bbaheenes es D. D. +e & Son 
Mitchell* (Davisan)..................-. H. E Hitehcock 
Mound City* (Campbell) .. ae Sutherland 
Pierre* (Hughes)............ -D. W. Mareh 
Rapid City* (Pennington) -. “CHAS. W. BROWN 
aour'n ers to Poy tee County Bank. 


AL inneh: 
RIKENS, BAILEY & VOORHEES. Refer to Minne- 
hah» and Sioux Falls Nat] Banks. (See card.) 
U.S. G. CHERRY. Refers to Union Trust Co. and 
Minnehaha National Bank 
C. A. Christopherson, Edmison-Jameson Building. 
Refers to State Bankivg & Trust Co. 
— & GLOVER. Refer to Dakota Nationa’ 
id Union National Banks. 
Cc. é. HARTLEY. Refers to A. B. Kittredge, 0. S. 
Pender, e'c. 
Watertown* (Coddington)...............< John Nicolson 
Wilmot* (Roberts) ................... Howard Babcock 
Refers to the Bank of Wilmot. 
Yankton (Yankton)................. Cramer & Holman 
Refer to Yankton National Bank or any other 
bank in Yankton. 


TENNESSEE. 
ee am Eidaadsaccecccadens 
Brownsville" (Haywood)............... J. W. 
Charlotte* iy badbadeteceddacseneece 
Chattanooga* (Ham 
T. P. CHAMLEE ABI BRO.., 7 and 11 McConnell Block. 
Refer to South Chattanooga Savings Pank. 
COOKE, SWANEY & COOKE, 300-303 Richardson 
Refer to First and Third Nat'l Banks. 
re POTTER, 234 Richardson Block. Refer 
G. Dun & Co., Chicago. 
Ww. s. SMALL. 49 Keystone Block. Refers to Third 
National Bank 
Clarksville’ (Montgomery)............ West & Burnes 
Cameiebin® (RSEN). « ccccccsccccccs Figures & P. dgett 
Jackson" (Madison)...............- WILLIAM G. LYNN 
General practice but special service given com- 
mercial a. Refers to First National Bank. 


Knox 

CORNICK & & HENDERSON, Deaderick Bldg. Special 

rvice given mercantile litigations. 

INGERSOLL & PEYTON. Corporation and com- 
mercial practice given special service. Refer 
to East Tennessee Nationa! Kank. 

J. H.S MORRISON, Deaderick Bid 
litigat'on and collections. Re 
Cumberland Gap, Tenn., 
Bank Knoxville. 

Loudon (Louden) .............- naa 

Refers to the Bank of Loudon. 

Memphis* (Shelby) 

ENRY CRAFT, Rooms 9, 10 & 1! Equitable Bldg. 
Attorney in Memphis for Armour & Co. 
Kansas City; Equitable Assurance Society, 
New York; Schneider & Treukamp Co., Cleve- 
land ; Youngstown Bridge Co., Edy’s Com- 
mercial Agency, Chicago: Palen ‘& Burns, Baf- 
falo; Karges 1 See ure Co., Evansville; A. 
& H. Myers, Philadelphia ; Snow-Church Co., 
Boston; Lady Ensley Coal Iron & R. R. Co., 
Birmingham ; Union Bank & Trust Co.. Nash- 
ville; Western Schoo) Supply Co., Des Mo nes, 
Iowa; Awer can Accident Ips. Co., Louisville. 
Memphis references: Union & Planters’ Bank, 
Oliver. Finnie Groce: Co. and Cochran Lumber 
Co. Coll+ction department fully equipped. 

aves ¢ & — 810 Second st. Attorneys for 





Commercial 
ers to Bank of 
and City Nation.] 


..J. E. Cassady 





baéasese Jicesse inaelc MUGS 


n ~ ry pidaseod 


LEMUEL R. eet om eae Refers to 
sa 7 = and Union Bank & 


Trust 
PYLE & BOYD, Vanderbilt Law Bldg. 
matters receive special atten 
Union Bank & Trust Co. & Phillips Buttorft 
Manufacturing Co., of Nashviile. 
Pulaski’ Cc ccnccsecsecequstnsdéigtbd J 


PG Ur cass. coaddiastcadues M.A. Cummings 
Disacsacerss -----.d. F. Shannon 











ee eer ewmweneeeeeee 


Cockreil & Cockrel 
i incttkcansevaneesean O’Neal & Culberson 

FUND Sanaccorutesectceses A. S. WALKER, Jr 
National Bank of Austin and Sweet- 

ser, Pembrook & Co. Dry Goods a New York. 
Brownwood* (Brown) .:..-....-.-- win & Grinuon 
Cameron (Milam) .............----- T. S. HENDERSON 

of a oy 


Refers to Scott & “Penman. 


Dallas* ( ) 
STONEWALL TINGLE, North Texas Bank B 
Commercial, corporation and land law. F 
loaned. (See card.) 
Denton* (Denton) - . ec cncce- Alvin C. aay 
Refers to Exchange ‘National _— of Den 
fman) Send to Terrell. Tex. 


George 0. G 


were eww eeeewnee 
weer eee ewween 


PARKER, ‘GILLESPIE & SMITH, 115% Main st. 
Commercial law and collections. 
—— A Box 593. Refers to First Nat. 


e Building. Prompt 
-aeseeeed. E. WALKER 
— Banks. 


oad .-Send to (‘ommerce - 
J. ccccccecccccccesees Farlton & Morrow 
* 


ALLEN & WATKINS. Binz Bldg. Refer to Weekes, 
McCarthy & Co., bankers, of Galve: ton. 

W. WN. SHAW. Show’ s Bldg, Congress ave. Cor- 
ration, commercial and land law. Refers to 
irst Nat'l Bank and T. W. House, banker. 

gh era 
San Angelo* (Tom Green)......--.- 
San Antonio* (Bexar) 

—- a JOHNSON, Kampmann Bldg. (See card.) 

pe . Frost Ba —y Bldg. (See card last 


der title T 
JAMES es’ ROUTLEDGE. [a land law a 
specialty. Refers to San Antonio Nat’) Bank. 
Sherman (Grayson)............------- WOLFE & HARE 
Commercial law. Collections a specialty. Attor- 
neys for the City Bank of Sherman. 


Stephenville (Erath) 
Refer to First National Bank of 


King & Vincent. 
Stephenville. 
W. W. Moores. Refers to First National Bank of 
ae = a “wuneuees National Bank of 
ort W 


eee eee re were weseeeenes 


PRENDERGAST & EVANS, Provident Bldg. Prac- 

tices in all courts. Attorneys for Waco State 
Bank. Refer to all banks. 

. ROGERS. Practice (Civil Law only) 

all the courta. Refers to all banks of Waco. 

4. B. ———— Provid: nt Bldg. Commer- 

cia), corporation ‘and land litigat in State 

and Federal oo aspecialty. Refers to any 


Wichita Fal's (Wichita) 
Wolf City (Hunt) 





Sal 
BOOTH, LEE & GRAY, Rooms 62 to 65 Commercial 


litigation especially. 
JONES & SCHROEDER. Entrance, Room 100 Com- 
eae es te any jobbing house or 


LooFBOUROW . Suite 70, 71, 72, 73, _— 
al Block. Coiporation an law; 
pane litigation and po ttor- 
— at Bank of Salt Lake. References in all 
wi application. 
wve’a &A MSTRONG 102 10% 102-103 Commercia! -7~ 
Collections commercial 


and: w; N 
office. gh eg Bank of 
FRANK Suances. Toews — M k Bidg. 





ational Bank. Special attention to col 
poe es Refer to Chemical National Bank 
of New York. 


Atterney for McCornick & Co., bankers. 
RICHARD BO SHEPARD 87 to 40 Block. 
Refers to Utah National Bank and Justices ot 
Supreme Court of Utab. 





BARRISTER SOLICITOR, NOTARY PUBLIC, ETC. 


aneec 


9 SPECIAL ATTENTION TO ONTARIO COLLECTIONS AND DEPOSITIONS. d 





en 
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VERMONT. 


‘utes iliaahan eseetas | Bl 
use& How 
Washington)............... C. D. Ed 


f Dan 
Fredericksburg (Spottsylvania) ....Marye & Fitsh 
~~ 4 apne i)... -- JOHN E. ROLLER 
Houston* (Halifa James H. Guthrie 
Refers to Bank of Halifax at this — | 
* (Rockbridge). ..........Letcher 
Lynchburg Cam A 4. EMORY HUGHES 
Attorney for Traders Bank. 
anchester™ ( 


a. (Mathews) RS Pty: Jol 
Newport News — oadiaghns aeeiatiiae 
Norfolk* (Nerfolk 
THOMAS JEFFERSON RANDOLPH, 125 Main st. 
Commercial law avd collections. Kefers to 
Norfolk Natinal Bank, Marine Bank and 


Bickford 


( 
JAMES LYONS. 1 1111 East Main st. (P.O. Box 269.) 
Refers to National Bank of Virginia. 
Ww. 3 oe Chamber of Commerce Bldg. 
Corporation and commercial law. Refers to 
City Bank and J. L. Wilhams & Sons, bankers. 
Roanoke (Roanoke), ...............-. JOEL H. CUTCHIN 
ae > and ae aspecialty. Refers 
First National Ban 
Stannton” (A (Aq D cusesccqccncccencs A. gs: ~aneeen 


Saffolk* (Nansemond)................... 
Warrenton* (Fauquier) shan eiiracdmmmianisl 
Refer to Gaines & Bro., bankers. 
(Frederick)............. John J. Williams 


WASHINGTON. 


eee eeeereeweseeeees 


Port 


(Wbitman) Thomas N 
Refers to _ First National Bank of Pullman. 


PR sncnienntecsecccnemed McCLURE & BASS 
64 to 67 aan tienes & te Bank Bldg. 
neys for 


ted Law 
Francisco, P. 
Snohomish* (Snohomish)................. 


ane* 
DANSON & HUNEKE, Granite Block. Commercial, 
Teal — and probate law. Collections. 


EASTERDAY 
EAS ay HS s ~~ Bernice Bldg. Refer 


MURRAY’: & CHRISTIAN, (erchants’ Bldg. 
ae for Emmons Associated Law OF come ot 
Francisco, Portland, Seattle and Tacoma. 
Walla Walle (Walla Walla)................W. Clark 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


Addison* (Webster).................. -C. 
Refers to Seskiennen B’k of Buckhannon, W. Va. 
ee iL ea ge 
Refers to Exchange Bank of Manni 
Chariestwn* (Kanawha).. —> i, FLOUNAOY & Pace 


’ 


errr errr r re res 


Chai lestow n* Uefferso: ae nee W. Brown 
Refeis to the Bank of oe 
Harrison 


A. B. Fleming 
os ~p. £ ROBINSON 


Ref M ite & Mechanics’ Sa 

Huntington* (Cabell) ........... VINSON & ‘THOMPSON 
Attorneys tor First National Bank 

Jackson C. 

tare 


ar MUTCHINSON. Hl HUTCHINSON & CAMDEN. Chief 
Ce in West V for Baltimore & Ohio 
Railroad Co (See card.) 


Van Winkle & Ambler. Refers to the Parkers- 
burg Nat oval _ First ee ay 
Point Pleasant* (Mason)............... S$. SPENCER 
Refers to Merchants’ National Bank 


‘Wellsburg* (Brooke)............... ve 
whee SMITH 1421 Chaplin Commercial litiga- 
e st. 
tion a specialty. r 


WISCONSIN. 


Antico (Langlade) .................. C. Werden Deane 
Refers to Bank of Antigo and —_ — % —. 
gomie) . “ ab 

nA: BE. Dixon 


Caipr a ve Falls (Chippewa)..... 
igeville* (lowa)..............-+.++-- Be 1 
Eau Claire* (Eau Claire) ..............-- 
Fond du Lac* (Fond do Lac) .GIFFIN & SOUTHERLAND 
ae to _ — National Bank. 


esville” ( 
sO TETHERS. ‘o h.), JEFFRIS (M. G.) & FIFIELD (C.L.) 
Attorneys for First National and Merchants 
& my nna Govings Banks. Special collec- 


tion departme 
Kenosha* (Kenosha) . . . WALTER ee COWELL 


eee eeeeeeeee 


uinlan & Daily 
Refer to First National and Stepherseun National 
Banks of Marinette. 
MILWAUKEE* (Milwaukee) 
oe DOUGLAS, 4 514 Pabst Bidg. 
ERNEST. $ MOE on & ey New Insurance Bldg. 
and Gen- 


RUBLEE A. COLE, ctions 
eral f~+7 to Pret National Kank. 
A. G. WEISS: SERT, Nos 6 and 7, lv7 Wisconsin st. 
Refers to National Exchange an Kefer- 
ences any where given on reques 
Oshkosh (Winnebag ).............. BOUCK & HILTON 
= forthe National, German-American Bank 
Side Exchange Banks. 
Portage" CCIREERERD . cco cccccccecenecccesss 
Racine* (Racine)..........c.cccccceess- jonN W. owen 
Refers to Union N.B.and Commercial & Savings bk. 
Stevens’ Point‘ Gane pe necvenéesancsoctenmecante’e 
< aoe te, Sanborn, Lamoreux & Park 
jperior™ ( SERED ccc quececeedeces See West Su 
‘Watertown von oessccensdsesconensadl H. 


Waupaca* (Wabpaca)................ Lord & be anol 
Wansan" Ab mer 


West (eR AR) 0.02... ceccese ARNOLD 
Lm ‘bene of Commerce and yt — Na 


Refers to 


WYOMING. 
BER) occceccceccee seesces W. S. pres 


CANADA. 
NEW BRUNSWICK. 


Pree rre rrr reer rr rT 


wee seweees 


Moncwon ( 

St. John* (St. John).............- onesen 

St. Stephen (Charlotte).. ‘ - 

Revers to the Bank of Nova Scotia. 

Woodstockh* (Carleton) ........ Fisher & A. B. Connell 
Refer to Bank of Nova Scotia and People’s Bank 
of Halifax. 

NEW FOUNDLAND. 
St. Johns (St: Johns). 2..............--.- J. &JI. Kent 
NOVA SCOTIA. 

Amberst* (Cumberland)... .......... Logan & 

Refer to Agency Bank of wennens — rst. 


Ay al" (Annapous).......- 
HAL FAX" Halifax) 


Borden, Ritchie, Parker & Chisholm. Attorneys 
for Bank of Nova Scotia. 

—, ey & CAHAN. (Robert E. Harris, 

LL.B.; Charles 


William A. Henry, 

‘Gahan, L.L.B.) Solicitors of Merchanta' 
and Union Banks of Halifax. Collections 
commercial, marine and admiralty practice; 
notaries. 

— Pane = ~ay. vee eg he Bedford Row. 
alifax Ba 
RUSSELL. “Ross & RUSSELL, 52 52 Bedford Row. 
Lunevburg’ (Lune: burg).........-.-- 
R-ters to Lunenburg Agency of the Merchants’ 
Bank of Halitax. 
Springhill (Cumberland) ...... Send to Ashen, N. 8. 
Sydney* (Cape bretun)....-.....-. A. J. G. MacECHEN 
Commercial law a commercial correspoudence 4 
specialty. (See card.) 
Truro” (Colchester) - .Longworth & Layton 
Reler tu Union Bank of Halifax, Tlalifax, N.». 
Yarmouth* (Yarmouth)....... T. V. B. Bingay & 
causes, 
Chatham* (Kent) .............-2-+ «---0e.- Edwi 
Gee COPING 65 ooo Sconcdsins-pecscess 
Solicitor for Imper at Bank of ¢ 
Hamilton~ (Wentworth) CARSCALLEN CAHILL & ROSS 
t Com 


Perr ee eee errr Tree ee 


ram. Refers to Molsons Bank. 
MAGEE, McKILLOP & MUKPH). (James 
y. C.; James B. McKillop, Thos. J. M 





—= 


Ottawa (Carleton) MacCRAKEN, HENDERSON Coun 
Barristers, Solicitors, etc. Supreme 
rtmental Agents. Refer to Bank of Ota! 
Seaforth (Huron) ..........---+---++eee00e. R, 8. Hap, 
Re fers to the Dominion Bank. 
TORON TO* (York) 
BEATTY BLACKSTOCK. wesers. CHADWICK 4 
RIDDELL. (W. H. Beatt 
tock. — -= Blac 


‘cromele. wc pate a OWnNe. 18 1s King 
Solicitors for Rank of Montreal ©" 
CHARLES EL ELLIOTT. Traders’ Bavk Bldg. 
attention to Untario collections and d 
(See advt top margin. 
LAIDLAW, KAPPELE & BICKNELL, Imperial Bans 
Bidg. Solicitors for Imperial Rank 
vosendd Patterson, Leggatt v4 M 
PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND, 
Charlottetown* (Queens).........-FRED W. L. 
Particular attention to collections in . parted 
the Province. Kefers to Merchants’ Ban 


QUEBEC. 
Danville ee Saanacedede senpedonee@as 
MONTREAL” 

ATWATER a MACKIE, ‘1 St. James st. Attorney 
for and reter to Kank of Nova Scotia, Montreal, 
and Eastern Townships Bank, sh 
Que. Mercantile collections, depositions 

—~{ — Kehable corres 


sunnovehs & & gunnousns, Rooms 612, 613 an 
w York Life Bid 
McciBBON, —* & HOGLE (Robt. D. Moga 
bon, Q.C. ; Peers Davidson, Arthur F. 
New York Life —. Solicitors for Merchants 
Bank of Halifax, ~ al Car Co., Manuf. 
turers’ Life InsuranceUo., 
Ww. & =e. mg St. James st. “Refers to Bangne 


Vancouver Mo egg me gas edeabédgutic . H. 
Victoria* (Victoria) Drake. Jackson & Helmcke 
MANITOBA, 


Hart (Wnehes an cihgniontpaedimamand G. 8. 


Refers to A. W. Law & Co.., a Ms x. Wah 
La Prairie* (PortagelaPrairie).. 


ee ea nee + seeeee 


+ 
NORTH WEST vannseentne. 


TTP Peer Pee 


weet eeeeren 


MEXICO. 


MEXICO (City of)............- Y. Sepulveda, Box 4% 


ENCLAND. 


eer Aeiatenen),, Ne one & 00. 
Gracechurch s Solicitors of the Supreme 
Court. Paris Jahn Place Vendéme. 
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By ALBERT S. BOLLES. 


CONTENTS. 
BANKS OF DEPOSIT AND DISCOUNT. as 
oy -—~ rx GenERraL.—Sec. 1. F Ly F Authority fone 
aes ot the Knowledge of Ufficers—8. Cor 
porate Li ——— of Officers—4. Ye SSieceal Le 
lity and 
poe tion of the 


ee 
t Do—3. The Imputa' 
Directors Cano When Directors are not Liabie—5. Whe 
Directors are 


Tue Prestpent.—Sec. 1. ee Authority—2. What the 
President org o> hi Leaps tation of t he 
rete ‘Liavii lity for the t's ws and sce tie 
6. Perso: bility of the 


ac CaamRR.— See, 1. ils Astor. 
ann 0 aay. of 

3. W) Cashier Cannot Do—4. pa Impu 

Cashier's knows re Liability 


ing his Kank—5. Corporat 
for the Acts of a 6. Liability of a Coshier for Mi 
conduct—7. Private and Double Agency Transactions. 


MINOR OFF1CERS.—SPECIAL AGENTS. 
SAVINGS BANKS. 
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This work contains 451 pages. 
Price in Cloth, $4.00 Law Sheep, $4.5# 
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C ELIEF AT LAST. 
SE GSE Fagard on 
es [HE WERNICKE SYSTEM [i 
: | PROOF, . | AN T P { p 
<8 Eos | ____.| ANew Tumed-up Point Pen, 
sm) LAS f oe 
. or G Hornbook Series) 
~ — ’ 
Wea Applies the Hornbook plan of classifica- 
re tion into 
= my r PRINCIPLES, 
anada COMMENTARY, ano 
: oe) 
be 7 AUTHORITIES FLYER, No. 531. 
| To a complex subject where clear treatment 
was greatly needed. 2 Vots. $7.50, Det'p. 
1. Bel sececeeesesseseee Now York City ;, - 
dstebiéesanue Rochester, N. Y¥. 
Wyckoff C icihlatvis tote dovege Syracuse, N. ¥. 
wim WA Mathew Bender....00000000000000000 Away. 8-¥:] WEST PUBLISHING CO,, | _ 
= [gee 7 ST. PAUL, MINN. Writes Especially Smooth and Easy. 
adents vecesee.es-Philadelph'a, Pa. . 
13 and iss antenaaciiiend . Pa. 
bis Sessa ol . Away from Home. CAN’T SCRATCH. 
ise, Gong & aaapnent , he following letter shows what the “‘ L. 
nufae oo ; tere *}| R.A.” did for one of our subscribers, in an A MIRACLE OF DELIGHT. 
banque Cleveland W-veresenseeeererccerees Cleveland. O.} ¢ iergency. Mr. Cohen of Cincinnati writes: iat ; pelt 
Staan peel Morr. p Sprepeepeennentenen is, Ind. | This is as different in its act- 
Northwestern x on “| have just returned from a sister state, where r 
Young ag, — —_—- mere sais clave, Ky. Dp = vie short —_ yarn ina op ion from pens used forty years 
Bea M. Jacobs & — RERRET Spee ham, o cons are: ¢ importance, en caving, ; . 
SB See imi feet | Xnnotaced ana cica cece’ [860 8s light is from darkness— 
a ‘late te which Laas going, spon the leading | When once used it will be al. 
Halles question, cited by either side during the trial. 
Weigh SCRIBENDA So that, with the sole assistance of your valuable ways used. 
. nat publication, | was as thoroughly &t home in the 
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s CERTIFICATES OF STOCK. 
rp We are prepared to furnish fine lithographed Certificates of Stock, 


suitable for any Corporation. Handsomely engraved, with fine tinted pane!~, 
vignettes, border and back, well bound, numbered and perforated, with 
stub end for record, at following prices: 


'. Book of 100, - $4.00. | Book of 300, - “a 17 Styles. 
$4.50 200, bes e 6.50. " 500, @ e 12.00. Sample Free. 
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ARE YOU WILLING TO LISTEN 
TO A SUGGESTION ? 


A decent man and a decent family buya 
decent newspaper. Among the morning dailies 
of New York city, The New York 77zbune or. 
cupies the unique position as the paper of sel 


| INT, respecting, pure minded and decent men, careful 
! iuigail not only of their own associates and reading but 


of that of their families. 





The large print and broad columns of The 
L[ribune make it the easiest newspaper in New 


York to read. 








It is money in a business man’s pocket not to get a wrong idea 
about affairs of moment. It costs more in gray matter, money and time 
to efface a wrong impression from one’s mind, and substitute a correct 
one, than to -put one’s self in the way of getting a correct impression at 
the start. You never have to unlearn anything you read in The New 
York Zvbune. There is no economy in saving a cent to buy some 
cheap newspaper too careless, reckless or fond of sensational perversions 
of the truth, or too poor to be able, to verify its news. The 
Tribune is noted for its accuracy and its painstaking examination into the 
truth of things before publication. Its market reports are absolutely 
unsurpassed. | 


Do you happen to know The 77dune in its bright, improved, at- 
tractive, up-to-date form? If not, you are doing yourself an injustice. 
Try it for a few months and by all means see that your family has tt 


Order from any newstand. THE TRIBUNE. 
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cHicAGO COLLEGE OF LAW. 


LAW DEPARTMENT OF LAKE FOREST UNIVERSITY. 


acuity: — Hon. Thomas A. Moran, Hon. Hep 
Hon. Edmand W. Burke, Hon. 8. P. Shope, 

) N. Carter, Hon. John Gibbons. Undergraduate Course 

owe years. Post Graduate course of one year. 


SESSIONS EACH WEEK DAY EVENING. 
for further information address Secretary, 


ELMER E. BARRETT, LL. B. 
707 Chamber ofCommerce, CHICAGO, ILL: 
oh 


EUREKA CLIP 


Most useful article ever in- 
vented for Bankers, Law- 
yERS, STUDENTS and Busi- 
Ness MEN generally. Uni- 
versally conceded to be the 
best thing ever invented for 
the purpose. 
he xe 0«s Im Boxes of 100, 25 Cents. 
All Stationers and News Dealers. Samples 
for the asking. 


CONSOLIDATED SAFETY PIN COMPANY, 
Bleemfield, N. J. 











An Indispensable Book for Bankers and their 
Attorneys. 


The Law Relating to 


Bank Collections. 


By ALBERT S. BOLLES, 


Por wrenty years Editor cf The Banker's Magazine; 
Lecturer on The Law and Practice of Ly im The 
Un versity of Pennsylvania, and Author of Prac- 
tical Banking, Bank Officers and oth. 7 works. 


The decisions relating to Bank Collections of late have 
bern more numerous and important than on any otber sub- 
oa with banking. The present work containsa 
‘al exposition of the law, with references to all the dect- 
sions that have been rendered. 


The following are the subjects considered in this work : 

Ownership of Paper Indersed in Blank and 
Deposited and the Preceeds. 

Ownership of Paper Specially Indorsed and 
Deposited. 

Mede of Making Collections, Presentment, 
Demand and Notice. 

Presentment of Drafts fer Acceptance and 
Surrender of Bills of Lading. 

Collection of Notes and Drafts Payable at 
the Collecting Bank. 

Insolvency and Death. 

Payments. 

Mistake and Forgery. 

Usage. 

Sub-Agency. 

Damages. 

The work contains 323 pages. 

Price, in cloth, $3.00 Full Law Sheep, $3.50 

STUMPF & STEURER, Publishers, 

(P. 0. Box 411.) 


48 Church Street, NEW YORK. 





Binders for the American Banker. 
BINDS 
LIKE A 
BOOK. 


HOLDS THE 
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SIX 
MONTHS. 
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Sent prepaid 


for 75c. 


Address: American Bankers’ Agency, 
48 Church St., (P.0.Box4il.) NEW YORK 








Special Attorneys List. 


ALABAMA, 


|| BUSH & BROWN, 
Attorneys at Law, 


Reoms 2 and 3 Steiner Bros. Bank Building, 
BIRMINGHAM, ALA. 


Special attention to Commercial, Co ration and 
Insurance _ 


Practice in all the Courte of Binet , Ala. and the 
preme Court of the State. 
Unsurpassed facilities for m sking Collections through- 
out the State. 


~~ 











LOUISIANA. 


J OSEPH N. WOLFSON, 
Attorney at Law and Notary Public, 





Reoms 304 to 307 Liverpool & London & Globe Building, 
NEW ORLEANS, LA. 
erences: eg ie ay rey Pampas 


Co., New 
Hing yy os, Boston. Mase: Gilbert 


and Becon y “ew York cf saanmiver p Bartlet & Co. 
rh and Si Bamberger, Pala eae. Fe: .; Ne 
tional Collection Co., Snow, Church & Co and Mack, 
ler & Co. Cincinnati, Ohio ; Fifleld & Fifeld, Minn 
Minn. , Cratty Bros. arvis 
Cleveland, Chicago. 111 - 





CALIFORNIA. 


Fimmons Associated Law Offices 


San Francisco, Portland, 
Emmons & Emmons, Att’'ys. Emmons & Emmons, Att’ys. 





Seattle, Tacoma. 
MoC.ure & Bass, Att'ys. Murray & CurisTian, Att’ys. 
Fereign Business a Specialty. 


Probate, eee and Cogperetion Law, Collections, and 
the Taking of Depositions, etc. 





EDWARD A. HOLMAN, 


Attorney & Counselor at Law, 
OAKLAND, CAL. 


Reterences :— First National Bank and California Loan & 
Trust Company. 








DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 





ERNEST HOLTZMAN. JAMES R. GOW. 


HOLTZMAN & GOW, 
Attorneys & Counselors at Law, 
Warder Building, WASHING TON, D.C. 


Practice before 4 come. Government Departments, and 
mittees of Congress. 


Commercial care a specialty. 
Referencea: Wa 
Traders National Ba 


Collections Department. 
ton Loan & Trust Company and 








MABYLAND. 





Henry M. Nitzext, Treas. Gores C. Tuomas, Sec’y. 
Atty at Law. Att’y at Law. 


SaMUEU RosENTHAL, Manager. 
Att'y at Law. 


Southern Law and Collection 
"BALTIMORE, MD. -ASENCY, 


Thorough facilities for collecti Coun! 
of Marylaud. N No charge wales anfese Cath Gallection taaden and 


& Co., — 
ct & Sone, —? 


ences.—Uld Town Bank, E. ¢ E. G. Hi 
7 & Co., 
Y 


E. Fleischer 
J. H. 


., Vogts, 
Mudge, 
Hon A. B. Howard, Jr., all of Baitimore, Md. 








MASSACHUSETTS, 


THE MERCANTILE 


LAW COMPANY, 


Incorporated under Laws of Massachusetts. 
56 Bedford Street, BOSTON, MASS. 


MERCANTILE COLLECTIONS & COMMERCIAL LAW. 





BEVERLY K. MOORE, Pres’t and Manager. 
Kendall, Moore & Burbank, General Counsel. 





ILLINOIS. 





OWE, WOOD & NEWMAN, 
Attorneys and Counselors, 


WILLIAM H. DOWE. 
GIDEON E. NEWMARS. 
ELIJAH ©. WOOD, 


Chicago Steck Exchange, 
CBICAGO, 


COMMERCIAL AND CORPORATION LAW. 


JOSEPH O. MORRIS, 
Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
Suite 1301 and 1302 Chamber of Commerce, 


CHICAGO, ILL. 





Commercial, corporation and real estate law. Special ex- 
perience 1n insolvency litigation and adjustments. 


References : American Trust & Savings Bank, Washburn 
& Moen Mfg Co. and Hibbard, Spencer, Bartlett & Co., 
Chicago and special references, ‘bank or mercantile, in any 
ott ty. 


MARK C. FARR, 
Attorney and Counselor, 
Suite 610, 36 Lasalle St., CHICAGO, ILL. 


Special attention given to settlements and adjustments 
without court litigation. 


are References given when aware 





INDIANA, 
Frees & WALTERHOUSE, 





Attorneys at Law, 


MUNCIE, INDIANA. 


Refer to Citizens’ National Bank. 








W. W. Rice. Henry W. Kiva. Cuas. M. Ricz 
Notary 


Public. 
RICE, KING & RICE, 
Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 


Nos. 6,7 and 8 Post Office Block, Worcester, Mass. 
PRACTICE IN ALL STATE AND FEDERAL COURTS. 


attention given to Cope Probate and 
Commercial Law. Patent Law Litigation a specialty. 
A Co! oes tin Office well 

ers 


the 
writers in office give attention 
to the of 


Refer to any Bank or Business House in Worcester. 








MICHIGAN. 


Send your Michigan Collections to 


THE CREDIT & COLLECTION CO. 


Home Bank Building, 
DETROIT, - | MICHIGAN. 





References :—Dime Savings Rank and John L. Harper & 
Co., Bankers, Detroit. 





DETROIT, MICHIGAN. 
FRANK E. ROBSON, 


Counselor at Law, 


9 Chamber of Commerce Building, 
Guspemee = ee Settlement of Es 


Detroit— Detroit National Bank, Burnham, 
eS Ay Aula Ly ag ey EO 
oe ~Binde 94, : he ee } yw 





CHARLES W. CASGRAIN. WILiiaM L. Mason. 
J. EMMeT SULLIVAN. Vincent R. Dwyer. 


CASGRAIN, SULLIVAN, 
MASON & DWYER, 
Attorneys at Law, 
602 to 605 Hammond:Building, DETROIT, MICH. 
Reference :—State Savings Bank. 
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MINNESOTA. 


FIFIELD & FIFIELD, 
Lawyers, 


611 LuMBER ExcHANGE, MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 
5-6-7 Nat. Geeman-Amer. Bank Bupa, St. PavL, Munn. 





Walter V. Fitteld; J.C. Fifield, Notary Public; G.W 
Fifield; E.'H.C. Ric chardson ; . D. Grassett, 
Notary Public; 8. A.'Breding 


MERCANTILE LAW anpCOLLECTIONS A SPECIALTY 

Depositions taken accurately with dispatch. 

When sequemed = letter or wire, Yeill to any point to 
t, adjust or secure elaims. 

Refer to Bin. city National Bank, Minneapolis, National 


German-American St. Paul and the leading Jobb 
Houses of Minneapoiis and St. Paul. _ 











CHAS. SCOTT & E. H. WOODS, 
Attorneys at Law, 
ROSEDALE, Bolivar Co. MISSISSIPPI. 


Refer to Bank of Rosedale, of which said Chas. Scott 
is president; Memphis National Bank, Memphis, Tenn. 
Hanover National Bank, New York City. 








NEW ORK. 


CARTER, HUGHES & DWIGHT, 
Attorneys & Counselors at Law, 








WaLTee & Conran. Suite 150-168, 
Epwaxp F. Dwiezr. 96 Breadway 
Snueee . ao 6 Wall Street, 
RSHALL . 
Groner W. ScHURMAN. NEW YORK. 
Counsel for Western National Bank; of Counsel for the 
Chemical National Bank. 





NITED MERCANTILE 
(INCORPORATED.) A SSOCIA TION. 
310 D. S. Mergan Bidg, BUFFALO, N. Y¥- 
aa OF GuEDIt SOIDE ros ERIE 
Detailed mercantile reports furnished promptly. 
Collections made by an unrivalled s minal parts of the 
United States and 


Sprague, Moot, Sprague & Brownell, Attorneys. 
Reference: The City Bonk, Buffalo, N.Y. 


BENJ. M. FOWLER, 


Attorney & Counselor at Law, 
56 Market St., POUGHKEEPSIE, N. Y. 





References :—Fallkill Nat'l Bank my City Nat’l Bank. 
Local Attoraey for American Surety C 
NOTARY seente. 


Law and Collection Offices of 
WILSON & WELLS, 


S&S Larned Building, SYRACUSE, N. Y. 
General Practice in all Courts. Collections a specialty. 


Third National Bank Commercial Bank ; 
ottiemay Brewing Co.; D. ‘Mc Carthy & Bons. 


CHARLES ROE, 
Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
1002-1004 Wilder Bidg, ROCHESTER, N.Y. 








GENERAL PRACTICE IN ALL COURTS. 


Collections and all legal business attended to promptly. 

References: The Flour City National of Rochester ; 
Merchants’ Bank of Rochester; The Rochester Trust & 
Safe Deposit Co. 








OHIO. 


W. E. BEEGHLY, 
ATTORNEY AT LAW, 
16 and 17 Davis Block, DAYTON, OHIO. 
COLLECT WS AND COMMERCIAL LITIGATION. 





References :—Third and Winters Nationa! Banks. 





CUMMINGS & McBRIDE, 


Attorneys at Law, 
MANSFIELD, - + OHIO. 
Commercial and Cumpenntien Law a Specialty. 
Reference : Any Bank in Mansfield, Ohio. 








OREGUN. 


Fimmons Associated Law Offices 


Sau Francisce, Portland, 
Emmons & Emmons, Act’ys. Emmons & Emmons, Att’ys. 





Seattle, Tacoma, 
McCLuRE & Bass, Att'ys. Murray & CHRisTian, Att’ys. 
Foreign Business a Speciaity. 


Probate, Insolvency and Co’ tion Law, Collections, and 
ths Taking of Depositions. etc. _ 


JOHN T. WHALLEY, 


Attorney at Law—Notary Public, 
415 Chamber of Commerce, 
PORTLAND, OREGON, 
COLLECTIONS, FORECLOSURES, TITLES, Ere. 
in Multnomah, Clackamas, Columbia, W and 
Yamhill Coun Oregon, and in Clarke County, State 
of Washington. ferences furnished. 








Erc., 








SOUTH CAROLINA. 


M ORDECAI & GADSDEN, 
Attorneys at Law, 
(T. Moultrie Mordecai. Philip H. Gadsden.) 


43, 45 and 47 Broad St., Chariesten, Ss. C. 
Practice in the State and Federal Courts. 





Rosie eenentien aiven Se ooiinetinns, Real Estate, Cor- 
and Law. - Counsel State 
Bovings Bank. Refer to or cashier of 
Dank fa Coarigaton, 8. C. peeaisens or os KY. 
Bank, N.Y.; J.H " 
eg. “i Wall Street N.Y.; Postal T be 
.» Chicago. 





SUYTHE, LEE & FROST 
Attorneys & Counselors at Law, 

7 & 9 Broad Street, CHARLESTON, 8. C. 

PRACTICE 1x THE STATE, AND ALL FEDERAL COURTS. 

Refer : To oll beniee, ang te dames dger & Co., Pelzer, 

Bet ee uxenem ane 


Dunham, 
York Ci Poh Co, Loutsvilie, 
Coal, Iron Irox & Hallroad Go a Ke 2 Th eens 








SOUTH DAKOTA 


A BAILEY § VOORHEES, 
Attorneys & Counselors at Law, 


Reoms 6, 7, 8S. 19, 20,21 and 32 
Masenic Temple, 
SIOUX FALLS, SOUTH DAKOTA. 


for R. G. Dun & Co. ; Dlinois Central Railroad 

Co.; Minnehaha National 
-American Loan & 

or Business House eo South 

id to business of non-resi- 

ven prompt attention by our 











TEXAS. 
SAN ANTONIO. 


NAT. B. JONES, 


Attorney and Solicitor in Chancery, 
rost Bank Building. 
PRACTICE IN ALL COURTS, FEDERAL COURTS 





Special attention given to Collections, Corporation, Com- 
jf ~ Estate Law, including Fore- 
closure Suits. 
Refer: New Fork Ws Western Union Tel Senriver, 
able Life Assurance mei Baltimore, river, 
&Co.: Cincinnati ohn Shillito Co: Chicago, Ar- 


mour & Co., Marshall Field & Co.; St. Vonte, Associated 
Law and Collection Offices; San sa Antonio, Alamo Nation- 
al Bank and T. C. Frost & Co, 


STONEWALL TINGLE, 
Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
North Texas Bank Bldg, DALLAS, TEXAS. 





Practice limited by Commercial, Cospontion. Land Law 

and the ponding of funds. Originator of and operates s 

system of Credits and Collec' ions which wil redace Texas 
Bonds furnished for 


cliente without charge or 
delay. No business intrusted to agents, hence my record 
of ten years in loan business without a foreclosure. Kefer- 
ences cheerfully given on application to clients,cankers and 
eminent lawyers in — New York. flade!phia, 
Cincinnati, Chicago, St. Louis and other prom 
inent points in the United Stal States. No trouble to answer 
letcers of inquiry. 








UTAH. 


nn 
EVANS & ROGERS, 
Attorneys at Law, 





OGDEN, UTAR, 
Attorneys First National Bank, Ogden 
woe ert worwage Trust Co., Boar Iver Cea 








—___ 
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WASHINGTON. 


E mmons Associated Law O 


San Francisco, Portioaa” 
Emmons & Emmons, Att’'ys, Emmons & Euwoys, Atr'y, 


Seattle, Tacoma, 
MoOCLURE & Bass, Att’'ys. Murray & CHRIsTIAx, At’, 


Fereign Busiuess a Specialty, 


Probate, Insolvency and Corporation Law, Collections a 
the Taking of Depestitens, etc. 








WEST VIRGINIA. 








Jous A. HUTCHINSON, Jue. F. Hvtomman 
H. P. Campzn 


utchinson, Hutchinson 
Parkersburg, W.Va. C” Camden, 


Corporation and Commercial Law, 


Special attention to Collections throughout West Virgina 
Lanp TrTLxs IyvEsTi@aTED. 


Chief Counsel West Permersbre we ye O BK Co, 


First National Bank; Citizens’ Nat’) Bey 


References :— | 2° ™tor J Camden 
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CANADA, 





J. G. MACECHEN, 


* Barrister and A at Law, 
Pabtie, {omnes 


Office: Seuth Charlotte Street, 
Syduey, Cape Breton, Neva Scetia, CANADA, 
COMMERCIAL LAW AND COMMERCIAL 
CORRESPONDENCE A SPECIALTY. 
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MacDonald, ¢ Miller, Arichat; Ai P 
MscBonaid, ¢ 3 oa + aR ROU 
EXPERT IN PATENT CAUSES A 
NeW 
HUBERT E. PECK, BAR 
629 F Street, Washington, D. C. i 
ASSOCIATE FOR ATTORNEYS BEFORE UNITED uw 
STATES PATENT OFFICE. 1 
Specialties :—Appeals; Interferences; Foreign Paco 800 
and Preparation of Papers in Patent Sutis. art 
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L. G. K. Anderson, 99 Nassau Street, New York. 
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ORGAN, $49.00 
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